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WASHINGTON STAR
9 July 1975

Re

nort Defails

Spy Growtn

By Nicholas M. Horrock

New York Times News Service

The CIA engaged in a.major build-

up of its

domestic intelligence opera-

tions during the Nixon administra-

tion, according to a report the agency goency's legal charter
submitted 0 President Ford in 'w?:ich?orbidsgthe CIA to en. .

December and released by the CIA
- for the first time last night.

In an unexpected disclosure, the -
CJA made public the report that its-
director,

William E. Colby, sent to

Ford Dec. 24. Itis a part of a broader

analysis

of the agency’s involvement

in illegal domestic intelligence opera-
tions and cther wrongdoing, and was
compiled for internal use at the re-

quest of

Colby’s predecessor, James

R. Schlesinger, in May 1973. Schles-
inger is now secretary cf defense.

. The documents did not mention
CIA involvement in political assassi-

nations
leaders.

or plots te kill foreign
Hcwever, authoritative

sources have said that the

original reports prepared

" .for Schlesinger contained

B e g B o N P N P,
HiaiCital Ui LS JduOjeet,

This material was given to

Jdisclosures: .
@ According to 2 memoran-
dum dated June 1, 1972, the
. major increase in the staff

and facilities of the Special :
Operations Group came”
after Nixon had taken office ;

on Jan. 20, 1969. The unit

was the core of & domestic
CIA intelligence operation !
under |

that hes come
criticism for violating the

gage in spying within the
United States.

This memorandum re-
vealed that the major for-
mal strength of the unit was
provided in mid-1969, when
it was increased from a
group with two full-time
professional staff members
to 36 authorized positions. It
was increased again in the
spring of 1971, when 18
more positions were
authorized. These opera-
tions, code-nanied CHAOQOS
within the CIA, were begun

Johnson in 1967, -

o Tk- documents disclosed

that the CIA recruited
[y

paid informants’” among
. construction craws working

the Rockefeller commis-| op its headquarters in 1960

sion, to the Senate Select
Committee on Intelligence
and to Ford, but has not yet
been made public.

THE RELEASE of the re-
port came as a surprise in
the continuing flow of infor-
mation about U.S. intelli-
gence operations.

According to a White
House spokesman, Colby re-
ceived Ford’s permission to
release - the decuments
about three weeks ago. But
the White House said it was
unaware that he had chosen
to release them last night.

A CIA spokesman said
the technical difficulties of
reprinting large nurabers of
documents resulted in its
reaching the news media in

mid-evening. The result,

however, was to deprive
most Kast Coast morning
nrewspapers from carrying
significant stories in their
first editions and meant
that the extensive evening
relvwark pnews programs
were aver when the release
teached them. There was
ue prior notice thet the re-
porl was to be made public,

Acchrding to these newly
relerged dacuments two
congressional figures, Sen.
Strart Symington, D-Mo.
snd Rep. Lucien N. Nedzi,
R-3ficn., were bricfed on

> details more than two

" Fe4ATs ago,

THIS NEW

5

! and 1961 in order to prevent -

foreign intelligence serv-
ices from planting secret

electronic listening devices. -

® The documents also re-
vealed a memorandum
dated Aug. 15, 1967, in

which the head of covert:

operations for CIA at the
time, Thomas H. Karames-
: sines, suggested -to CIA offi-
cials that Harry Rositzke
and Richard Ober head
what later become known
as CHAOS. One or both of
them had long been
-rumored to have led the
super-secret domestic
operations. .
" The half-inch thick re-
lease came more than a
month after the publication
of a report on CIA domestic
activities prepared by an
eight-man presidential
commission headed by Vice
President Rockefeller.
Though the report shows no

substantive new areas not -

mentionad in the Rockefel-

ler commission report, it
| provides more insight into

the internal moves at CIA.

IT REPORTS, for in-

i stance, a series of memo-
: randums-issued by Colby in
1973 aimed at halting unac-
ceptoble operations that he
had discovered from read-
ing the full interaal report

prepared, under Schlesing- .

er's order. He ordered, for
example, that the sgencey

it cease several electronic

. you have my full assurance
" that the agency is not con-

under President Lyndon B

ing on Americans and that’

and surveillance programs.

The documents include a
tetter from Colby to Presi-
dent Ford dated Dec. 24,
1974, in which the CIA

director said the agency-
had “inserted” spies into
the American anti-war
movement and developed
9,944 *‘counter-intelligence’’
files on American citizens.
+As 1 stated to you on the
telephone, Mr. President,

ducting activities compara-
ble to those alleged in the
New York Times article,”
the letter said. :
“‘Even in the past, I be-

lieve the agency essentially

conformed to its mission of
foreign intelligence. There

were occasions over the

years in which improper ac-,
tions were taken as noted

above (in his lettery, but I
believe these were few,
were quite exceptional to
the thrust of the agency’s

activities, and have been
fully terminated.” .

THIS LETTER CAME
two days after an article in
the New York Times on -
Dec. 22, 1974, quoted intelli-
gence sources as saying .
that the CIA conducted a
massive domestic intelli-
gence and surveillance
operation. :

Two days after receiving
the agency’s report, Ford
indicated through press

WASHINGTON POST
10 July 1975

| Q@Eby Claim
Contradicted

By Probe

By William Greider
Washington Post Staff Writer
Central Intelligence Direc-
tor William E. Colby assured
:President Ford last winter
that the CIA's secret 20-vear
prograin to open the mail of
U.S. citizens was coordinated
“from its inception” with the

- ¥BI, but that claim is contra-
" dicted by the Rockefeller com-

mission's findings. - .

. L:oib_v‘s description of the
mail programy was first pro-
vided to President Ford in a
private six-page letter last De-
cember when the CJIA's do-
mestic spying activitics first
becume controversial. 'That
letter was made public Tues-
day evening.

Colby told the President

(1

C THE DOCUMENT

‘spokesmen that he had

found that "‘nothing com-
parable’’ to the Times ac-
count had taken place.

In the ensuing Rockefel-
ler investigation, in the
early indications from con-
gressional investigations
and in the documents

‘released last night, public

awareness of the scope of

: CIA’s questionable activi-
. ties has grown. For in-

stance, the new documenis

- noted that the CIA had files
“on 14 past and present

members of Congress, and

_ it restated that the agency

had conducted burglaries
and wiretappings.

In the orders Colby is-
sued in 1973, it is clear that

. he was concerned with stop-

ping infiltration of other

‘government agencies by the

CIA, long-range letter open-
ing and wiretapping
projects and such telephone
tappings as those conducted
against news reporters in
1963 and the physical sur-

_veillance of anewsmen in
.1971 and 1972.

S Fc’n_’\‘.’_
TAINED a series of “‘dele-
tions,”’ which, the! CIA

noted in a sratement, were

- made to permit “‘unclassi-

fied'' portions to be made
public. Several of the dele-
tions were large portions of

‘the text, making reading -
: and
.accompanying memoran-

understanding the

dums difficult.

" |jcrétly opening first-class mal !

in order to obtain intelligence
idata on Communist countrics. |
i “This program was initiated in
‘1953, Colby wrote, “and {rom |
its inception was fully coorti-
nated with the FBI, which ro-
ceived much of its product.”
The investigation of CIA da-
mestic activities by the presi

i dential commission chaired v

Vice President Rockefeilsr
reached a different conclus
about the CIA’s coordin
with the FBGI. The Rocke!
report said the CIA

the program and did
form i4 until five vean

- “In. Janurary, 19536, i
Rockefelier .report said, “the o
FBI approached the Post GF 4
fice Department for the pur- 3
pose of instituting gimibar ce &
erage of mail to and from @@
Soviet Unign: The Fos 7
Department brought the ;
reaw’s requost to the rlenmvE |

o
attention, and shortly !

tafter ClA reprosentatives ¢ by
"the FBI of the ageuwcy’s ¢l ]

inz mail project. )
. “Up to that time. u;_q {
had avoided telting the ¥'i

vovtitacd sevorab DL FOIERAIEESE A MEHE CIARDRY7C000432R0001 08370008411 projgct—and.na ot
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‘teriald derlved fori. the pro-|
joct were disseminated go the |
3ii R . L
hln general, Colby's six-page
fetter plus 38 pages.-of 3“1‘,
tached memoranda did not al-i
ter the general outlines of CIA,
domestic spying as it has be:
comé known in recent months..
The abrupt release .of -the
secret  documents . was © ap-
parently related to -a lawsuit
brought by Morton. Halperin
of the Center f{or. National
Security Studies” to obtain
public-access to the report.

‘Halperin's lawyer: was ‘sche-
duled to take a deposition
vesterday from a. ClA official,
Charles A. Briggs, and was
provided a copy of the Colby
report in order to.conduct:the
questioning. : -

Halpevin, a- former. staff:

member :of the. NationalSecy-|

NEW YORK TIMES
10 July 1975

+ President “is a cover-up, just

- ers had reported as improper

rity”.Council, sald yesterday
Colby’'s December letter to the

an absolite cover:up*conipared
to . his . January report' and:
[compared] to the ‘Rockefeller:
report” and to: the CIA’s in-
ternal study of domestic ‘acti:)
vitieg >, - 0
‘The. latter  report” Halpetin
was referring to'is-a volumin.
ous -réport’ producéd’ by the
CIA inspector general-in’ 1973,
which ‘went into.-the . details
of what individual .CIA offic-

activities within -the agency,
including-plans to assassinate
several foreign leaders in: the
early - 1960s.. ' That . inspector
general’s report has not- been
made public, but Halperin has
pending a formal request for:
it under the Freedom of In-:
formation: Act. Lo

- Halperin said the CIA has!
promised to make available!
portions of the inspector gen.!
eral's report as they are de-|
ciassified, but so far he has;
not received any of the mate-'

. Tial. He intends to file another.

lawsuit if the material isn't;
made publie he said.

The Colby report assured

‘President. Ford that the CIA

was .not conducting the:
“massive’; ~ domestic  spyingi
which it was accused of in al
New York' Times article last
December. However, Colby
went on to describé a- volumi-
nous system for secretly col-
lecting data on American eiti-
zens involved in dissident po-
litical .groups.

The CIA surveillance, in-i
tended to determine whether|
any foreign adversaries were |

i

i: of

00432R000100370006-1
I

secretly directing antiwar agi-
tation  within the United;
States, was aimed af. a broad!
target, according to the at-
tached memos.

The CIA documents also re-
vealed for the first time that
when the intelligence agency
ibuilt its headquarters in sub-
Jiubran McLean, Va., in the
jearly 1960s, the agency paid
jconstruction workers to pro-
-teet them against anyone
planting electronic eavesdrop-
ping devices in building.

Colby’s letter told the Presi-
dent the agency’s domestie
activities included developing
“paid informants among con-
_struction workers at the time
i construction of the agency
ybuildi.ng to protect against the
:Placement of electronice taps
i therein.” <

agency had conducted a mas-
sive domestic spying operation.

In a covering letter to the
'President, Mr. Colby said, “As]|

Release of Colby’s Report
Stirs Confusion in Capital

ganizations” in a 20-year-long
program including illegal mail
openings, burglaries, wiretap-
rings and the keeping of files

1 stated to you on the tele-| on members of  Congress,

phorte, Mr. President, you have! White House sources said
my full assurance that »the; that the President felt Mr. Col-

agency is not conducting activ-| b e s
I o].'|Dy characterized the activities
ities comvarable to those al inl his 1eport as completely as

leifge]}} The New‘York Times ihe could in view of the haste;.
articte. s e the report was com-
‘Tovfotimed 1o Mlission’
“Even in the past,” he went,
“I believe the agency essential-

By NICHOLAS M. HORROCK

Special to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, July 9. | yesterday mor- ing. A Presiden-
There is.growing confusion in| tial spokésman earlier was mis-
Washington over why the Cen-l taken when he said that Mr.
tral Intelligence Agency made! Ford approved the release of:
a midevening yesterday release’ the report several weeks ago,

'

jwith which
‘piled.

The “Colby report” released
Jast night disclosed several new

of its internal report on do- the White House said teday. ly conformed to its mission of
foreigm intelligence.

mestic spying and exactly when
President Ford authorized the
intelligence agency to make the
documents public.

Carlier this year Morton Hal-
perin, a former member of the
National Security Council staff
who has been a critic of some
C.LA. activities, filed a™aw-
suit under the provisions of
Freedom of Information Act to
obtain the report.

His lawyer, William Dobrovir,
was assured orally and in a
letter from J. Roger Edgar, a
Department of Justice lawyer
1epresenting the C.LA., that the
document, with certain dele-
tions, would be turned over to
Mr. Halperin prior to the taking
of a deposition from agency
efficials.  The first assurance
Came on June 20 and the second
July 8, in a letter dated June 25,

Late vesterday, Mr. Dobrovir
received word that he would
receive the document, delivered;
éqéhis home, by midevening. He:

id. ,

Last-Minute Decision

Apparently semetitme during
tat day, the agenty clso de-
cided to make the document
available to the general public.’
The decision, one agency offi-’
tial said, “appdared to -have .

“en nade at the last minute.
He cited printing  difficulties|
encountered in preparingi
2Bt copies for the various|
Fress agencies,

4 White House spokesman!
sibl that the agency recom-!
twided three weeks or more
are that the Dec. 24, 1974,
i att be made public hut that
sedent Ford did not formally
f3horize the publication until.

ibe released as a result of the

|

ix’delivered to President Ford by
the!
| York Times quoted government
jisources as- saying that the

l
i
|

|

it appeared that the C.LA.
hoped to make the report
ppblic itself before it could

Halperin lawsuit. .
The half-inch-thick report,
with several “annexes,” was

S

William E. Colby, director of
Central Intelligence orr Dec. 24,
1974, two days after The New

S

NEW YORK TIMES
10 July 1975

File Said to Indicate C.IA.|

denied the
of C.LA. domes

mission on the CJI.A. headed
by Vice President Rockefeller,

Itionable agency domestic ac-'
;tivities, including the maintain- ;p! t the  of
iing of index files on 300,000, tious listening devices:
| United States citizens and or-j=—=

facets of the domestic intelli-
gence operations. It disclosed
the most significant beef-up of
the staff and facilities of Oper-!
ation Chaos, the core of the!
domestic activities, came after;
President Nixon took office.

It also said that the C.LA.
had  recruited construction
workers engaged in building its
headquarters in Langley, Va., to
prevent the placing of surrepti-'

Mr. Colby has consistently
“massive” mnature
tic spying ever
ince. : ) '
But ihe report of the com-

ketched ‘a vast array of ques-!

ran - official “of the company’
[Page 37.] T

A five-page memorandum
'prepared yesterday by Mr. Field
for the 10 select committee
members and made available

Had aMan in White House

By JOHN M. CREWSON -

today to The New York Times
contained a reference that the

Special to The New York Times 9

source said was based on the

. WASHINGTON, July 9 — The  dent Nixon or those arouad
staff “director of the House| him. - :

Select Committee on Intelli-| Representative Robert W,
gence has seen documents indi-' Kasten Jr., a member of the
cating that a high-ievel member, select committee, said tater that
of the Mixon White House staff “inlormatipn presented to me
Was reporting o the Centrallby the staff” indicated that
Intelligence Agency on activi-fthere had been similar “infil-
ties in and around the Oval'yration” by the C.LA. into the
Office, according to a source Oifice of Management
close to the commitiee's inves-mudge“ the Tmaéurv Depart-

Higation. i (ment and. the Commerce De-
The scurce, who asked nol to partment o
be identified, said that the clas-| = . . .
sified C.LA. materialg viewed{ v }n a:;n:)hthc(; Idf»(ilO[;m@t .".}_
by A. Searle Field, the staff] .o s the CLA, authoritative
director, e rid P .
e e om0 o
called it, was known L'o Prcsi-f*agmcy to operate gn Western
: . ‘{Euprope for some five years as

1
and’

N
2
|

sources said, that Ashiand Oil, .

! document in question.

'I' The memo contained a num-
'ber of recommendcd areas of
iinvestigation, including “ques-
‘tionable matters not bearing on
“iegilimate_ C.I.A. functiong, but
ibearing heavily on American
citizens,” among which, Mr. >
Field wrote, was “infilti ation of '
Lthe executive.” '
* Several of the select commit-:
ee members whose curiosity
was piqued by the refercnce

- were reportedly briefed by Mr.

Field yesterday and today o,
what iay behind it.

Mr. Field declined repeated
requests from’ réporters today
to elaborate on his use of the
word “infiltration” or to say
whether the White House had;

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370006-1
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peen the agency of the execu-|
tive branch to whiich he had]
referred, ;i

A C.ILA. spokesman would|
only say that “inere was nol
infiltration, quote unquate,!
there was no -penetration,
quote unquote, of the White
House” by his agency. during
the five and a half years of the
Nixon Administration,

The source said that while
ha was not certain, he be-!
lieved the document that con-
tained the suggestion of a high-
tevel C.LA. operative inside
the White House had been a
geport prepared by the Inspect-
or General’s office of the C.I.A,,
possibly sometime in 1973.

Another Possibility

The source pointed out,
however, that although a “logi-
cal” reading of the C.I.A. do-
cnment would lead to the con-!
clusion that the agency hadj

v

of the document yesterday in
which Sam Donaldson, a repor-
ter for the American Broadcast-
4ng Company, said that the
CIA. iafiltrator had ranked
just below H. R. Haldeman,
Ar. Nixen’s chief of staff, and,
John D. Ehrlichman, his dames'!
tic adviser. .
--61t was the Oval Office” toy
which the man had had access.|
the source emphasized, and
“not the White House.” |
Panel’s. Fate in Doubt

. The .future of the select in-|’

telligence investigating commit-
tee was plunged deeper’ into.
doubt today as the House Rul‘es‘
Committee met to decide the
fate of the panel, which has
been all but immobilized by thei
animosity between its 'cha:r-g
man, Representative Lucien N../
Nedzi of Michigan, and most of;
its other Democratic members.
* Three weeks ago, the com-

placed a covert informer within|mitee Democrats learned that
the upper levels of the Nixon:Mr. Nedzi had been briefed 2
White House, there remained|year earlier on political assassi-
a “slim” chance that the lan-!pation attempts by the C.LA.
guage, which was nqt entirely put, as head qf a separate
explicit, “could possibly have House subcommittee charged
been read another way.’ with . overseeing the agency
““He also confirmed an account had taken no steps to investi-|.

WASHINGION POST
4 july 1975 -

/

gate the matter., i !
In an intramural committee;
move, the Democrats attempted:

to strip Mr. Nedzi of much of!!

his power as chairman of thei
celect panel. - H
"Mr. Nedzi tried to resign his,
chairmanship, - but his effort
wasrejecled by the House, A:
resolution was inlroduced by
Representative B. F. Sisk, Dem-
ocrat of California, to abolish
the select committee altogether.
Today, the Rules Committee
heard several hours of testi-
mony on the Sisk resolutioni
trom Demccratic and Republi-i
can members of the select com-iz
mittee, none of whom wanted !
to ses it done away with al-ii
together. L '
Among the proposals they
tendered were the creation of
@ new select committee with a
new membership, a limit on the l

jurisdiction of the panel that|
would confine its investigation!|
to the C.I.A. Alone, joining thie:
House committez to a similar|
one in the Senate, and the cre-’
ation of a stronger permanent

tody - that would watch the |

8

CLA's future activ'ties but 5ot
.nvestigate iis —ast ones.
¢ The Rules Committee, on
which there was general agree-
ment that-the present impasse
between Mr. Nedzi and the
others was intolerable, will
vote tomorrow on which of the
everal alternative courses to
pursue in abolishing or restruc-
turing the panel.

In a related development, the
House Committee on Standards
of Official Conduct voted today
to begin an investigation of the
circumstances in which Repre-
sentative Michae! .J. Harring-
ton, one of the select commit-
tee members, disclosed last
year details of secret House
testimony regarding covert
C.L A. political -operations in
Chile in 1970 and 1971. .

Mr. Harrington, a Massachu-
setts Democrat whose access
to similar classified materials
has since been cut off by the
House Armed Services Commit-
tee, of which the C.I. A. Over-
sight Committee is a part,
called yesterday for such an in-!
vestigation in the belief that’
it would vindicatq his actions.

Cause, said that on the basis'] Common Cause also has de!
of his work with Rogovin he|;manded—unsuccessiully— ac-!
‘ywas sure. the lawyer would|icess to or a copy of the CIA’s
i“push to, be totally informed|!budget. Coiby said recently on
jat ali times” about the avai]-iiuatiunal television that even

CIA Ts Hiring

‘@ea@\f‘ E_A

For

The - Central Intelligence;
Ageney is hiring Mitchell Ro-|
govin, a Washington lawyer.
active in ferreting out evi-
dence of illicit government
gurveillance, to help it deal;
with congressional investiga-:
tors. '

Negotiations are near com-
pletion for the CIA to retain|

\
the Arnold & Porter law {irmj
and Rogovin. a partner in thet
fimn since 1869, to consult with
the ageney about responses to ;'
the Senate intelligence com- |
n_nttee and olher congres-:
sional committees. !

Htosoving 44, a former assist-?
aul altorney gencral and in-!
ternal Revenue Service chiei’
counsel, has a reputation for]
independence and public oppe- &
sition both to illegal govern *
ment snooping ‘and excessive:
government scerecy. !

Washington lawyers ijnter-.
;*,‘rc‘!.ed the development as a.
sign that the CIA, which is un-
der heavy attack for admitted
:Hog:«l dumestic surveillance
and atleued involvement in as-
sastination plots, will cooper-

!l ; E.E. W / :g |
B;v John P. MacKenzie '
‘Washington Post Staff Writer

what

Pihe dani ab

1ability of information sought’
by Congress. “He's no.babe in
Ithe woods,” Guido said.
‘ Also under discussion iu re-
icent weeks was whether Rogo-
‘vin’s work as general counsel
for Common Cause and in
cases questioning government
surveillance and secrecy cre-
ated 2 potential couflict of in-
terest with his proposed CIA
consultations. S
— Lawyers representing con-
sional investigttors because, flicting interests are ethically
the lawyers said, Rogovin bound to- stop representing
would insist upon cooveration. gne interest or {he other.
Rogovin said last night that Common Cause, which paid
‘he would be representing the Arnold & Porter $31,000 last
‘CIA “in its corporate capa- year and has budgeted $25,000
city” but was also prepared f{or the firm’s 1975 legal serv-
to advise individual officials ices, was among the. lobbyists

i if that should be requested of pressing for creation of the in-

hira. Describing himself as “a telligence committee headed

new boy in school,” he said by Sen. Frank Church (D-:

he spent much of the day at Idaho). -

CIA headquarters yesterday. It has invoked the Freedom!
It was learned that the ar-:"of Information Act to demand

rangement was  extensivelyCIA Director William E. Col-|

discussed at the firm over a- by’s still-sccret report to Presi-

period of several weeks, with rdent Ford on the ageney’s do-

emphasis on’ such questions as :mestic surveillance activity, |

bacame known as e , .

St Clair problem”  during NEW YORK TIMES

Iurmer Presideni Nixow’s last S July 1975

days in office. - ‘ ] ; - :
Attorney James D. St. Clair! G I A PLAN&TO KEE?

and bis clien, Nixon, were: <’V '

eriticized for a working; reia-! F IPI,”EX{

tionship that kept St. Clair in, §i }1 8 y

sut eruciai-fnfor- [-f .

mation “incriminating his! )

dts'cn‘.. Ultimately St Ciaiv,,

when informed of damaging; |, i N

recorded conversations, waru—; | dustice Department Ru_le

ed that if Nixon did not make!

them publie, he would.
Kenneth €.

At S

WASHINGTON,July 4 fAP)—

ate _compleiely with cApproved ForiReleass;,

Centands It 1s Exempt From

!
by
1

SaiaoBhilss TSR] EYUARO 003

ipartial budget disclosure
iwas impossible,

Rogovin alsp has repre-
.sented the Institute for Policy
IStudies, a Washington “think
itank” where .strong antiwar
iviews stirred the intevest of
‘Nixon administration efficials,
in a suit charging the Justice
Department and District of

Columbia police with infiltra-
ing its ranks and tapping its
telephones. , 1

Common Cause presidenﬂ
David: Cohen said the organi-!
zation saw no conflict-at this!
time but would watch the situ-;
ation closely. Officials at thel
institute could not be reached !
but were reported angry and;
considering severing its 12-)
vear relationship with the law;
firm. . o

Rogovin said he saw no con-i
fliet of “interest between his|
CIA work and his representasj
tion of other clients. but add«i
ed that it was up to the clients!
“to do what they waut to do.”;
He said he expected the CIA,‘
work to he very limefonsunv‘l
ing. i

 ligence Agency's refussl to
' comply with a requireent that
Governmgnt agencles describe
' their electronic surveillance
‘equipmen to -the Attorney Ge-
. neral,
A spokesman for the Justice
epartment said last night that
the C.LA. had notifiad the de-
partment fast month that it!
did not intend, to comply with!
the rule on the pround that]
| the dgency was not & “domestic
egemy.”’

!
D
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The department, in a 1972
memorandum, requaged eXecu-|
-tive agencles to file annual’
reports giving inventories of
their  electronic  surveillan

uipment. |
chngrL Feldkamp, & spokes-
man for the Justice Department
said agencies such as the Agri-
culture and Commerce Depart-

ments and the former Atomicl

‘Energy Comimission had com-
'pliezl, but not the CLA.
Mr. Feldkamp said that the

Department, and that, “At this
point, the. separtment is not
saying C.L.4. is incorrect.”

John S Warner, general
ceunsel fur the agency, said
the memr s appiied to law en-
forcemeat agencies and that
the C.LA, was nct such an
agency.

Reorganizatior. Proposals

Meanwhile, @ Whfte: House
official said proposals for reor-!

ganizing the intelligence com-i}

|coordinaior of all American in-jjthe time or influence to coor-;

telligence agencies be someonei|dinate all the agencies effec.’

tother than the director of thej;tively..
CLA. :

At present, William E. Colby

| The White House official,
|stressing- that this was “just

is both Director of the C.LA.jone of many” proposais being

and Director of Central Intel-.
ligence. The latter post puts:
kim in charge of coordinating;
the C.1.A., the National Security
Agency and the Pentagon's in-;
telligence functions. !

Some former officials of the;

;| considered, said another sug-
| gestion called for breaking the
C.LA. into two separate opera-
tions, One concers the analyti-
cal mission involving cpen col-
lection of data and the analysis
of all available information.

1
!

uestion of C.LA. compliance/imunity were being examined.)|C.LA. have argued that few||The other involves the covert

Wwas un

Tos Angeles Tines

Thurs.,, July'3, 19752 0

or | Agencies

BY ROBERT L. SACKSON

Times Staff Writer

WASHINGTON—President Ford is
cousidering the creation of an intel-
ligence czar to oversce the work of |
CIA Director William E. Colby.and
other agency chiefs, it was learned
Wednesday, - -

" A high Administration source said
such a move might bring better coor-
dination and efficiency to

flung U.S. intelligence community.
“which includes not onily the Central
Intelligence Agency and the FBI but
the National Security Agency and
four military agencies. -

© The Administration official, who
declined use of his name, told The
Times that Mr. Ford also wanted to
improve the integrity of the embat-
tled CIA, which has been criticized
by the Rockefeller Commission and is
being investigated by a special Sen-
ate committee. : .

Nationally ielevised Senate hear-
ings into the CIA's activities are
scheduled to begin in September.

The Administration source said he
wished to dispel rumors that Mr.
Ford and Secretary of State Henry
A. Kissinger were displeased with
Colby. "Bill has done an extraordi-,
narily good job under intense fire,” ",
the source said. !

Al the same time, 2 source on the
Senate Select Cominitiee on Intel-
ligence Activities said he believed the

Vhite House was unhappy with Col-
by's generally cocperative attitude
toward the investigation.

Colby recently gave the committes
a batch of CIA nistoncal detuments
which were called back by White
House officials when they learned of
*the move, the Senate source said..
The commitiee returned the papers, |
the source said. | o

Sen. Frank Church (D-Idz), who
- heads the conunitice, repeatedly lias
» ¢omplained that the White House has
slowed his investigation through a
time-consuming review of documents

t
,

Ford Considering - .2sgssaes
nielfigence Czar |

t ment of a prestigious figure from out-.

Disclostres of CIA domestic. spying
and ‘other illegal activities have con-
vinced Mr. Ford that "something has
to be done, perhaps a restructuring
of the agency itself,” the administra-
tion official said. He said the Pres-
ident was considering the appoint-

side the government {o assume "an
overview role." Tt e

"What we need is better executive
oversight," the cfficial said, in an ap--
parent reference to calls on Capitol

Hill for improved “congressional :

oversight."

As He deseribed it, the new intel- ‘

ligence ezar, if Mr. Ford chooses one,

would be a "person of stature" -who

would _coordinate the work ¢f the:
CIA with the inteinal secwrity duties

oi the FBL and ihe foreign intei-

ligence efforts of..five' Defense De-

partment units.”

These- are the National Security

Agency, the Defense Intslligence

_Agency and the Army, Navy and Air
. Force intelligence offices.

Agencies also belonging to the fed-

‘eral intelligence establishment in-

clude the State Department's Bureau

of Intelligence and Research-and the -

Treasury Department.. .
According to this official, Colby is

‘supposed to coordinate all U.S. intel- .

ligence gathering. But he has been
unable to exert sufficient influence to

~resolve disputes between the variong
. agencies, the official said. - o

Mr. Ford also is considering ex- .
panding the duties and staff of the
CIA's inspector general, and making
this officer responsible to a person
higher than the CIA director, the ad«
ministration source said.

In its report last June 10, tHe Rock-
efeller commission recommended

that CIA directors be "individuals:of

stature; independence and integrity.”

A presidential advisory commissier
hecaded by former Ambassadol

Robert Murphy recommended mord -

recently that the CIA be direcied by
a-persan chosen from outside the
agency. - -
In an interview with the Washing:
fon Post earlicr this weel:, Mr Ferd
said that there was “considerable
ment” i liat suggestion. But ihe
President said there were no plans-at
this time to replace Colby as CIA di
rector, )

der study by the Justiceljincluding a suggestion that thel| directors of the. agency have|jcollection of data and the clan-

desline operations designed to
influence  events in foreign
countries, i

. WASHINGTON POST
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$98,968 Pai
By CIA to

: } " ; - e
-Ashland Oil
; . BV Jack Egan‘

. Washington Post Staff Writer .
%“Thé .~ Central’ . Intélligence
‘Agency.. secretly paid - $98.968:
ito the Ashland Ol Co. be-!
‘tween 1968 and 1973 for un-i

'disclosed purposes, according
'to_a special report submitted'v

iyvesterday by the company to
the Securities and Exchange
‘Commission. o i
! The brief reference to the
'CIA was contained in an at-
,tachment to the voluminous
report, which primarily de-:
‘tailed more than $1 million
#n illegal domestic . political
contributions and foreign pay:
;0ffs made by. Ashland since]
1867 - PR
- The 400-page Ashland report.
~prevared by three company-
direciors with - the help of
Coopers & Lybrand, a large
accounting firm — was . filed
with the SEC and the federal
courts'as part of a settlement
reached last May with - the
SEC. The commission. had
charged the company with
failing to account adleguately
for millions of dollars in ques-
tionable corporate  expendi-
tures. . [N :
© “During ‘our investigation,-
we-became aware of receipt of
funds by Ashland Oil, Ine.,
from the Central Intelligence
Agency of the U.S. Govern-
ment,” Coopers & Lybrand
s4id’in a letter included in the|
appendix to the report.
¢ The-payments ranged from 1
80.511%in 1969 to $37,500 ing
1872 for a total of $50.468 in
dash. and $48,590 ir checks.!
The report did not say wihat
the money was used for, and’
éqi‘djthc ‘company had no rec-
ords to substantiate the total
' fynds.received froin the CIA.
+“«The money reeeived frem
13 GIA™was cbsclutely uate-
Jétedrto any illegal domestic
poiitical payments or foreign
¢ontributions made between’
3267 and 1972 an - Ashiand
swokesman said. Asked wnal
the monoy was used for, he re.
plicG? 1 can't say and hon-!

e
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é;‘t!y.don‘t Knew,” 3
e . i
,ﬁ’}“hc company and its board!
chairman pleaded ‘guilty in
79’23, to  criminal
Broyght by the Watergate spe-*:

ection with contribulions to.
he | Nixon  re-election:
paign of 1972. )
£ A €IA spokesma
to «cOmment.

n .deélinecl i

g’est,.dindepcndenr oil refiner
aid < 50th largest

gliestign —
Libya, Nigeria and Gabon. Its
Libyan holdings,
were  largely  nationalized!
after the overthrow of the:
nonarchy in 1969 by the mili|
tary junta led by Col. Muam-

bhurse the oil
gial prosecutor’s office in conl-iig

Bl
ias part of
o i R
<am-i cover operation.

tributions

A source familiar \',vith;v CIA@

cperations indicated that the!
a
charges': ¢

gency prohably
unds to Ashland

paid
to

company  for]
mploving CIA agents abroad;
an agency deep|

the|

He speculated that Coopers

& Lybrand, who were hired
Hto -
"

¢ Ashland, the country's big-!|disbuwisements

investigate questionable

“of ‘funds’ by

Ashlend, ran across the CIA
. industrial’ payments

cerporation, had extensive and; may have u
‘expanding foreign operations: for
in Africa during the period in} funds could be

because  Ashland
sed the CIA money
payoffs' - abroad. Such!
spent  like;

particularly in{, laundered .money, the origini
{ of which could not be easily;
-however,f traced, heysaid. - .

The- Ashland report filedi:
yesterday documents: more |

than $800,000 in illegal con-
corporation’

the

reim-

i 1
| |

cal" government -officials .and
political candidates in the
United States )
ard 1972, 1t aiso lists $275,000

in payoffs zbroad, including.

$190.000 in Gabon.
The report was carefully

. cleansed of the names of any
“of the recipients of the illegi-

timate funds, although Ash-
land in earlier court actions
admitted paying $100,000. to
President Nixon’s 1972 re-

election campaign, $6,864.65

to Sen. Hubert H. Humphrey
(D-Minn.) in 1970 and 1972,

and $2,500 to Sen. John G.!

Tower (R-Tex) in 1970.

~ Ashland executives also con-
tributed $50,000 in corporate
funds in 1971 to the Demo-
cratic National Committee and
its then treasurcr, Robert S.
Strauss, in anticipation of the

between 1967 /!

?
[ PR,
/I Two documents, containing!
i'the names of the apparent}
irecipients of both the (iomes-;.
igtic and foreign payments,!
‘twere separately turncd over
"to Ashland’s board of direci

tors. but a spokesman for the:

Kentucky-based oil  refiner!
; said it was “not the intention|
jof the company to’release”§
i the documents.

One name that did appear
in the Teport, however, was
that of New York Gov. Hugh
L. Carey. Ashland said it
made a $5,000 contribution to
his gubernatorial campaign
last October, bui noted that!
this is legal under New York!
law. Corporations are ablé to}
,make campaign contributions
‘up to a maximum of $3,200 inj
{New York. - . C

|
mar Qaddafi. | made to federal, stale and lo.{1972 presidential election. . |

Frtday,»]rul.y.l'l ,1 975,
The CIA

ET IS EXTREMELY USEFUL to have rw in the publie

“"domain the report which CIA Directer William Colby
hastily compiled and sent to the President two days
“after the New York Times published its account of the

THE WASHINGTON POST

‘agency’s domestic operations last Dec. 22. The Colby
report adds little to what has since become: publicly

‘knewn about those operations. More to the point, a
‘réading of it makes plain that little has since become

‘publicly known that was not related at least in outline

to the President by Mr. Colby on Dec. 24. In short, he
obviously knew what had been going on at CIA. He

was able to catalogue in only two days a long and ¢om-

plex ‘history of activities that were either ijllegal, im-
‘proper, or, at best, questionable. .

It is instructive to ask how he could have been in a
position to do this. The answer, evident from the Colby
report, is that he and his predecessor as director, the
present Secretary of Defense James Schlesinger, had
already made their own intensive and—we now can see
~—exhaustive inguiry into the CIA's questionable opera-
tions. In the Colby report there are published for the
first time the internal documents establishing the cor-
rective steps the agency had applied to itself some 18

On the CI A

The report does not—perhaps nothing ean—end the
rather tiresome and irrelevant argument over whether
the CIA’s domestic outrages were “massive,” as-the New ..
York Times charged, or “few . . . exceptional to the
thrust of the ‘Agency’s activities,” as Mr. Colby replied.
But the report does validate the much more important
consideration "that the Agency finally did bring into
play a self-righting political gyroscope of its own. The
clean-hands assurances of then-Director Richard Helms -
in.1972 are cited; the contradictions between these as-
surances and subsequent disclosures presumably help
explain why the Colby report was so long in being re-
leased. But once the gyroscope did start working, under

- Mr. Schlesinger and Mr. Colby, it seems o have worked

extremely well. Thus Mr, Colby could tell President Ford

- last December that “the Agency is not conducting activ-

months before word of those operations came to public

attention. The first of these décuments is Mr. Schlesing-
er’s directive of May 9, 1973, ordering all employvees
(and inviting ex-employees) to report any current or past
activities “which might be construed to he ouiside the
legisiative charter of this Agency.” In a second docu-
ment, dated Aung, 29, 1973, Mr. Colby issued “specific
insiructions” to deal with each of the “specific ques-
tionable activities which were reperted as a result of
the search inade throughout the Agency.” The 20-0dd
nemos comprising these insiructions—relating to domes-
tic dissidents, drug experimen
In the Colby report.” :

o

ities comparable te those alleged” and that improper
activities had been “fully terminated.” Neither official
disclosures nor leaks in the press have since given him
‘cause to go back on that word. - o

All this, it seems to us, bears directly on the various
"inquiries still being conducted into the CIA. There is no
doubt that new procedures for .oversight, by other ele-
ments of the Executive branch and by the Congress, are
essential. But there is also no doubt that ro new system
of oversight can replace the need for a sense of respon-
sibility on the part of the people who lead the CIA, and
those who work there, Quite the contrary: it is incon-

" ceivable that any system of CIA oversight conducted

from the cutside could ever be as effective as that prac-
ticed by conscientious professionals on the inside. If .
the supervision of the CIA cannot be left o tha men-

"and women of the agency, then neither can it be -ac- .-}

complished without them. The problem in seeing that

_“the CIA does the job it is supposed to do, and only that, -

ts and all the rest—arc

lies in finding the best ways for operators andnversoc_rg |
to cooperate with each other. : : e
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VS TOWORK
FOR ASILAND 1L

C.LA. Agent Held Employed
as a Corporate Official in
Europe for 5 Years

$99,000 PAYMENT SEEN

Part of Money Held Mixed
With Funds Used to Make
-+ legal Poltca Gifts

" Speclal to The l\cw ork Times |

“WASHINGTON, July 9—Ash-
{and 0il, Inc., permmed a spy
from the Central Intelligence
Agency 10 operate in Western
Europe for some’ five years as
an official of the company, au-
thoritative sources said today.

The C.IA. paid Ashland the
nation’s largest independent oil
comparty, altmost. $99,000 from

. 1968 to 1973 to reimburse the
company for that part of the
man’s fime and expenses in-
‘volved in carrying out assign-
meénts for the agency, these
sources said. .

Part of the money $30, 00
‘was ‘paid in a lump cash sum
to settle the C.LA’s financial
dealings with Ashland after the|
operative returrted to the Unit-
ed States and ceased to spy
for the CLA., they said.

This money, one source said,

NEW YORK TIMES
8 July 1975

was intermingled with funds

. Ashland :to continue the rela-
- tionship and the oil company

" was the patriotic thing to do,”

' of Ashland,

- dercover work the agent.decid-
i ed to leave the C.LA. and move
, into private  life cntlrelv the
0.} sources said.

Ashland used to make illegal

political cen'tributions and as al”

result came to the attention of
Federal investigators in 1873.

The C.ILA. agent, these
sources said, was not originally

infiltrated into Ashland’s cor-|

porate structure.. He was an
employee, they saxd of a con-
cern Ashland bought in 1967,

‘Patriotic Thing to Do’

Shortly after the purchase
the C.LA, approached Ashland
officials and,told them that one
of the. executives of the com-
pany was a secret operative
for the C.IA.. The C.1A. asked

agreed;
“They [at Ashland] thought it

one source . said. The C.IA.
agent was paid a full salary by
Ashland and all the documenta-
tion, Internal Revenue Service
fxlmgs and other detail showed
only that he was an employe

The agent, these sources said,
operated in Western . Europe
both on behalf of Ashland and
for the C.I.A. During this period
the C.1A. made a series of pay-’
ments to Ashland, part of it in
cash and part by check, to re-
imburse the company for the
time and expenses the agent

annnl- on CI1A micdiong,

" After almost five years of un-

Monzy Intermingvled

" The C.LA. pamd Ashland ai

“final settlement” of some $30,-
000 to close out the costs of
the secret operaion. The agent

' remained in the employ of Ash-

i

.and the LR.S. Urder the pres-|;

: the slush money had come fro.

‘this to: the office of the Special ¢

ard Exchange commission.

‘to the S.E.C,, disclosed the con-

f
/

/

1and and now lives in the New
York area, these sources said.
Ashland officials placed part
Cof this cash in 2 safe at their ;
headquarters and it was inter-
mingled with money the cor- i
poratmn had used for illegal

political contr:buhons‘
bribes o foréign officials.

" After Watergate, Ashland
came under investigation by
the Special Prosecutor’s Office

sure of the LR.S. investigation
the company disclosed to the
Federal agents that part of

the C
The IR S., in turn, reported

Prosecutor, then headed by
Leon Jaworski. Later Ashland
pleaded guilty to charges that
the corporanon had made ille-
gal political contributions.

compames that came nnder in-
véstigation of the Securmes

) Connection. Disclosed-
‘Ashland ordered an internal

audit completed by Coppers &|

Lybrand, as part of a settlement|!
with the S.E.C., and in its report

nection with the C.LA. \ -

“and!

It thus fell among. several;, that brought the C.1.A. funds

J| view of the document is the

The Senate Select Commitice:
jon Intelligence has launched
|a sweeping investigation of

‘covert operauons that
‘includes the  agency's use of
lpnvate companies as "covers
for espignage.

Sources within the committee
and " veteran intelligence’ offi-
‘cials have raised the question
i of whether such arrangements
have compromised the regula-
tory agencies, misled the LR.S.
‘and given the . C.LA. unusual
opportunities to " learn about
the internal affairs of compa-
nies in which it has placed
operatives.

.Spokesman for the ' S.E.C.
tsaid that the. agency was still"
:revxewmg the report of Ash-
.land’s internal investigation
‘filed yesterday. It was 'a sup-
‘porting document in the report

paid to the oil company to
public attention, -

~Involved in the S.E.C.- re-

-issue of -whether the commis-
sion should press the company-
ito disclose the names of the
}recxplents of political contribu-
tions and payments here and

A spokesman for Ashland

would only say that “the com-.
3 ' 284y ot-m

nany
rany Wi,

‘C.ILA. was terminated a numbeér|

Y T Lo rngprs
erifinglmeny

_of years ago, and no arrange-

ment now exists, Under “an|’

-agreement with the C.LA., Ash-
*land cannot comment further.”|

He specifically déclined to"con-
firm or deny what authoritative
sources had said about the in-
sertion of the spy in Ashland‘
u‘anks :

Cl A Allegedly Flew Unwrttmg Of flc,.als

By NICHOLAS‘ M. 'HORROCK{

&pecial to The New York Times

WASHINGTON, July 7-—In-
telligence squrces said today
that members of Congress, two
Vice Presidents and other poli-
ticlans had: flown chartered
flights on a Washington-based
airline,“ unaware that the line
was owned and operated by
the Central Intelligence Agency.

Among those who used the
airiine were Hubert H. Hum.
phrey, Robert F. Kennedy and
Lyndon B. Johnson, the sources
said. ) )

The politicians were also un-
aware that, over the  years,
most of the airline’s perso.nel

were employes of the intelli-}

gence agency, the sources said.
Apparently, the politicians paid
the. full charter rate for the
flights.,

Py
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“It meant that C.LA. had an
unusual entree into the per-
sonal and campaign travel of
some of the most .important
‘political figures "in the coun-
try,” one source Said, “It could
learn where they fiew; with
whom they traveled and, if the
agency wanted to, it could re-
cord or get an employe to .xsten
to what was said.”

Over a number of ycars
these sources said, the air char-
ter service flew “at least a
dozen” -members ‘of Congress

-{and, in 'two instances, carried

a Vice President ‘while inoffice.
At one point,- -the organization
jwas 1culineiy chartered by the
Democratic National Commit-
tee and at another by the
Demqcratic.  Senatorial Cam-
palgn Coxvmlttee the sourccs
said,, . i

e e

Vi

’I‘he air service, cdlled the
Fairways Corporation, operates
out of a small, plain’ office in
the General Aviation Center at
Washington's National Airport.
Its. president and chief pilot,
Charles 'W. Bing, who is 51
years old, denied that the air-
line was owned by the in ellx-
gence agency.

He said it was owned by a
group of former residents of
Lynchburg, Va., who were now
scattered - across the country.”
He declined to name them.

Mr..:Bing added, however,
that the ‘airline had a major
charter contract from the De-
pértment o tne Navy and often
carried’ passengers- in ‘““Army
or Navy uniforms” or officers
ir civilian clothes who might

6

abroad. The company’s report
{lists the names in a- separate.
=vh°du'n "‘a* was given. to
‘Asiiand’s uificers, bui net io
the SEC.  ° '

The S.EC. is also consider-
ing in its review whether to!
ask Ashland to .make pubhc!
its relationship with the C.LA.
As part of that decision, the|
.commission will' weigh whetl.er
ithe.company’s payments-from i
the CLA. can be categorized!
as “material” information that}
should be disclosed to Ash-
land’s shareholders.

be involved with the C.1.A. He.
said he could not rule out thati
‘the agency was connectcd with
the contract.

Intelligence sources said that
the airline was secretly created
by the C.LA. more than 20
years ago. to act as an “execu-
tive alrlme” for the agehcy’s
officials and to carry out secret
domestic missions where com-
mercial or other charter. car-i
riers wouid jeopardize secrecy.

One source familiar with the
opc‘ratxon said th; ‘t the airline
fiew ‘“rogular rans” to' a secret
location in Nerth Carolina that
the agency maintained to care
foir its operatives who had had
nervis breakdowns or other
emotional problems.- “These
people ‘were in pretty bad
shape,” this source said.

The airline also made flights
to a secret training base of the
agency at Camp Peary, Va.,
and to “numcrous” other se.
cret locatlons around the coun-.
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try, the source said. .
Eavesdropping Denied

Throughout the years, Fair-
ways attempted to “cover” its
status as a C.LA. “proprietary”
airline by posing as a private
air charter company and sign-
ing up regular air charter
passengers. It carried business
executives, basketball players,
private groups and politicians,
It was the political charters,
however, that raised the con-
cern of several intelligence of-
ficials. :

\

Mr. Bing acknowiedges that '
the company has carried politi-

_cal figures. He said that Mr.
Humphrey and Mr. Kennedy
had been passengers.
!" He denied, however, that this
travel was involved in any way
with the C.LA., and he said
he had never been asked to
eavesdrop on a passenger or
otherwise compromise their
iprivacy.’ : :
Intelligence sources said the
company’s carrying of political
passengers stretched back to
{“the fifties.” At different times,
ithe  airline carried Lyndon
Baines Johnson when he was
‘Vice President, John F. Ken-
nedy when he was a Senator,
Mr. Humphrey while he was
Vice President, and Robert
Kennedy, these sources said.
Many political figures were
unaware that they had been

iy

“flown on Fiirways because thé
billing for the  flight - would
have bee'r made through Page
Alrways . a2 well-established
mmon-C.J.A. charter service that
ilalso operates out of Washing-
ijton.

Page oftens acts as a clear-
inghouse for charter services at
National Airport, and some-

sistant in the late nineteen-:
sixties, confirmed that the then
Vice President switched to pri-
vate charter, paid for out of
political funds, to avoid the
criticism that Ajr Force planes!
were used for political acti-
vities. He-said he could not
,recall the exact names of the
i charter companies that were
iused, but he did say that they

sonnel. - T ! .

But other sources said that!
over the years the “bulk of:
Fairways employes were em-
ployed by the C.L'A. on regular:
Government salary levels.

Senate Panel Investigating |

An attempt was made to ob-
tain comments from Woodrow!

W. Edmondson, the former:

![times passengers fly on planes
tithat belong to another charter
company even though the trip
|was arranged by Page.
Criticism Recalled

One source said._that Senator
Humphrey's fiying on Fairways
‘Wwas particularly “ironic.” Mr.
{Humphrey came under criticism
iwhen he was Vice President for
his use of Air Force planes to
tly -around the country while
speaking on behalf of Demo-
cratic candidates. To avoid
this criticism, the source said, by
Mr. Humphrey chartered private’ Cojt
flights for these trips. atorial Campaign Committee.

“He was paying for the The three Fairways planes,
flights at the full charter rate, which carry-14 or more passen-
and I'm sure he had no idea gers each, appear to be normal
that the airline was C.LA.,” the charter aircraft.
scurce said. But it is funny be-. Oftenn
cause here he was trying to !
aveid criticism for riding on-
Govérnment "planes and, boom,
he’s back riding on Governnient,
planes.” . A

William Connell, who was!
Mr. Humphrey's executive as-

" had been cleared by the Secre
Service. '

- Used by Democratic Groups

" “I! we had known it was
ia C.LA. .airline, T don't think
lwe would have used it, Mr.
Connell said. “First, this was
what we were trying to avoid,
1and also, there are very sensi-
itive political matters discussed
‘on such flights.” ' :

Several sources

was also unwittingly chartered
the Democratic National

charter flight.

-1idirect

confirmed
that, over the years, the airline

tee and the Deocraticm Sen-

groups using the
IFlanes arrange to be served|
iquor and meals as part of the
Fairways em-
ploys eight persons, Mr. Bing
|{said, including four pilots. He
ijsaid that neither he nor any
‘jother employes were C.I.A. per-

_president of Fairways, and sev-:
jeral mebers of the board of
ors. The only person who
iresponded was Calvin A. Fall-
‘well of Lynciburg, Va. Mr. Fall-
‘well said Mr. Edmondson had
- recruited him for the board of
directors “severa] years ago.”
directos “sevea yeas ago.”
{  Mr. Fallwell said he did not
ibelieve the.inteiligence agency
iowned the airline, buct he
tacknowledged that he owned;
{no part of it and took ne part
lin-its operations.-

The Senate Select Committee
ion Intelligence is known to be
investigating Fairways, along
with several other C.LA.
“proprietaries.” :

For several years, the. in-
telligence  agency’s  entire
“‘proprietary” system has come
junder criticism and scrutiny.
i The sources said that the C.I.A.
ownéd several airlines, South-
ern Air Transport, Air America
and a repsir and a maintenance
.operation krnown as Inter-
‘Mountain Air. -

ds His Disclosure of
imony on C.I.A. and Chil

€

“[system gone Wild.:” - - -;“td"res{]n‘rect* the’whole affair”}
last month in connection with;
the continuing dispute in thel
House over the -future of the
Select Committee  on - Intels
ligence Activities. * . .
He noted that the vote .of
the Armed Services Committee
lto halt his access to classified
testimony and documents came
‘last June 16, the same day that
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ANC P LAl TINGION LJEIEn
. . By JOAN M. CREWDSON “igan, Democrat of Pennsylvania,
i . Special to The New York Times __In answer to a question, Mr. who is the chairman of the
I WASHINGTON, July 8-—Rep- ,Harn'ngton ‘conceded 'that, "in Hecuse Foreign Affairs Commit-
iresentative Michael J. Harring- Irelating to . other members of tee, - - A
‘ton " today defended as appro- Congress and a' reporter thel Mr. Harrington was asked
priate and responsible his dis- ‘substance  of, . the - -C.LA.s to testify two weeks later about.
‘¢losure to follow Congressmen -Chilean operation, he had vio-| the source of The Times's re-
last year of details of sworn lated a House rule against dis-|{ port beforé a special’ session
»secret testimony on the Central closing testimony taken in “a| of the House Armed Services
dnteiligence Agency's “political closed committee session . as{ Subcommittee on Intelligence,
-activities in Chile. . . well as his. signed secrecy| headed by Representative Lu-

* At a riews conference, -the
Massachusetts Democrat de-
‘nounced as “astonishing hypoc-
risy” a vote last month by the
House Armed Services Commit-
tee, to one of whose members
the secret testimony was given, |
to ‘deny him future access to]
such "sensitivé classified ma-!
terials, o oy
. The  committee’s action,- Mr.!
Harrington said, implied that

pledge. . : _
,-But he insisted -that “the
important question- here is not®
the . rule, but what the rule;

cien N. Nedzi, the Michigan
}Democrat who is also chairman
,of a select committee set up
.to investigate intelligence-gath-

IMarxist president, to govern.’

was designed to prevent, a lackijering by Federal agencies.
[of knowledge” df the C.LA’s!| Mr. Harrington told the sub-
Jmultimi]lion dollar effort * to’'committee last September that
imake it impossible for Dr. Sal-ilneither he nor his office had
vador Allende Gossens, Chile’s 'been The Times’s source of
. his confidential letter to Mr.
Moreover, Mr., Harrington de-' Morgan. He said the letter had
clared,” “signing :-a secrecy been an attempt to initiate a

.'the House - voted -overwhelm:
. ingly to rebuff an attempt by
. Mr. Nedzi to resign the chair-
“manship of ‘the select commit-
" tee. ot . .
Mr. Nedzi’'s move came after
‘the Democratic membership of
the select committee attempted
to’, diminish his "authority fol-
lowing the discovery that,” as
chairman of the Armed Serv-
.ices subcommittee - that over-

“an; informed electorate is aj
threat to democracy, and that|

pledge does not excuase a Con-
-gressman or any other citizen

Congressional inquiry into Mrilsees the: C.LA, he had been|
Coiby’s “troublesome” accountilbrieféd a year earlier on some

democracy - is . sometimes
threat to the free world.
- “Peculiar as that may sound,
“it is the only wav to explaint
éhif (‘O'urcr',r':; ‘ur’\dcr:rgningﬂ?fﬁa legal activities, "
emocralically elected Govern- “Sep oo forcement of such
ment in Chile in the early nine- .
. ; an agreement to keep- illegal
teen-seventies and the subse- activities secret. is itself - iiie-
quent effort to keep the mat. SUVILICS SECTEL-1s dtsell )
ter quiet.” g L ;
The Representative, who has | Details of the testimony o
been an outspoken critic of :William. E. Cuiby, the Director
the C.LA:'s covert political and 'of Central Intelligence, on ‘the
paramilitary activities abroad, ‘agency's  Chilean’
announced that he had taken . first hecarme public last Se
stépg-~including a request to fyomper when The New York
the House Commitlee on Stan-' 'Times recounted Mr. Harring-
dards of Official Conduct—that |ton’s description of the testimo-
were intended to challenge the lny in a letter from him to
istrictures of “a classification Representative Thomas L. Mor-
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2{ from reporting evidence of a
crime. Ordinarily those who
sign "such agseements expect
10 see references.to secret bui

o

operationsf

of the Chilean matter.

that he had discussed varicus

He acknowledged, however.!
g inotexplored the mattér further.

of the agency’s aitempts at po-
litical assassination, -but had

aspects of the Coiby testimo
with other members and withi
a reporter for The Washingten
Post, whoii he described -as
'a ‘‘personai friend,” but in eve.
iry-case, he said, only to seck
‘advice as to how the informa-;
ition might-ultimately be made;
i[public. oo i
Mr. Harrington said it was|
i'his impression after testifying
last ear on his handling of
ithe Colby testimony that the
matter had been “laid to rest,”
and he accused the Armed Ser-
vices Committee of deciding

1
i

i
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~ CIA Follies Men

ace its

Washington.

In five weeks of travel
abroad almost every newspa- -
per encountered has played up
the misdeeds, real or imag:-
ined, of the Central Intelii- '

. gence Agency. For one Ameri-
can this has been embarrass-
ing, and particularly when
even polite foreigners get
around to asking why we
should be so bent on throwing
off on an institution that must
have served a useful purpose,
since for 30 years the Con- °
gress had provided it with
large funds and secret respon-
sibilities,

At times it has had the col-
or of the fantastic, nol to men-
tion the ludicrous. Poison ci-
gars, poison rings, it might
have come out of a Boys
World ... BW .. editedbya
Jjunior assistant to Dracula. In
the media game as it hits the
CIA any numbér can play, and
the bigger the odds against
fact, or the relationship be- -
tween truth and reality, the
blacker the headling,

The CIA has performed
over the years an important
intelligence-gathering  func-
tion. It has provided the raw

material for inteiligence judg- !

ments repeatedly closer to ob-
Jectivity than the intelligence
findings of the military that
tend to tip the scales in favor
of more and more military

WASHINGTON POST
2 July 1975

hardware, : .

The .danger, it seems to
me, is that this valuable func-
tion may be lost in purging
the follies that have grown
iike weeds in the vast compost
heap of an agency beyond the
grasp, it may well be, of any
director. Able intelligence of-
ficers around the world are
discouraged and depressed by
what they fear is an end to
their usefulness.

Take one such agent who
must for obvious reasons be
anonymious, but for whose in-
tegrity 1 can vouch. John
Jones is serving in a post not
so dangerous as, say, Belrut,
but with plenty of hazards in

the turmoil of the Middle |
East. : S
With a knowledge of Rus-

slan and three other lan-
guages, Mr. Jones has served
in four previous posts during
his 26 years with the agency.
While he is properly re.
strained about his work, I

would gues.: that it is chiefly .

concerned with Soviet activi

. ties both wilhin the couniry

and on the borders. The rela-
tionship between subversive
foreign agents and terror
would be part of his concern.
Since he began at a young
age Mr. Jones has still 15
years or more to go before
compulsory retirement at 65.
In light of his experience and

i

x
' i
] H
\ :
|

& -
& -~

Réai Value

his proven ability these should
be his most useful years.

But he is seriously thinking
of returning to Washington to
resign. To my knowledge this
is far from an isolated in-

stance. Losing the ablest mén .

with long experience will seri-

- ously cripple the agency.

What is the future of the
CIA? Some opponents have
said it should be abolished en-
tirely. President Ford, in an
interview last week, ex.
pressed his belief that the bor-
derline of serious crippling
damage to the intelligence
community has been reached.
He is acting responsibly, he
believes, in passing on alj rel-

evant information to the Sen- -.

ate committee investigating
the CIA, and beyond that
there is not much he can do in-
asmuch as Congress is an in-
dependent body. - - - -

Senator Frank Church (D.,
idaho), chairman of the com-
mittee, has shown every evi-
dence of wanting to conduct a
vesponsible inquiry rather
than a television spectacuiar.
This will be difficult, given
the pressures for leaks and
counterleaks.

A final resolution is a Jong
way off. One answer might be
to separate intelligence-gath-
ering and analysis functions
from the dirty tricks depart-

ment. Given the idiocies of the .

. apparatus,

poison cigar and the red wig

and false nose activities of
such as E. Howard Hunt,
there should be serious consid-
eration as to the scope and the
latitude of that departinent.

Those defending the need
of the agency in bath func-
tions cite the estimated 400,-
000 agents of the Soviet’s spy
the KGB, as
against the 30,000 or so in the
CIA. This is, of course, irrele-
vant. A secret apparatus oper-
ating in an open society might

- have expected the. barrage

that has hit the CIA. It is sur-
prising only that it.did not
come sooner.

You can hardly imagine a
front page story in Pravda
exposing a luckless KGB
agent who flubbed an attempt
to pass a poison cigar to Sena-
tor Strom Thurmend (R., S.C.)
in the Senate dining room. Ex-

cept for a rare defector the .

worldwide operations of the
KGB are shrouded in deepest
secrecy. This advantage is off-
s¢t in part at least by the
KGB's heavy-handed meth.
ods

No matter what name it
goes by spying, is a dirty busi-

" ness and the chief spy can

hardly qualify as a Boy Scout
leader. This is the reality of

American power in a divided -

world. :

After nearly 35"y‘ears of association :

with the U. S. intelligence community,
including 23  years service with the
CIA, T must say that nobody has yet
stated in public what it is really like to
the great majority of those who work
on the inside and who are not spies or
clandestine operators. i

It is the most exhilersting intellec-
tual challenge that western civilization
has devised since the great Renals-
sance. In the best tradition of Coperni-
cus, Darwin, and Einstein, we were
charged by the Congress of the ‘United
States with the mission of understand-
ing the human worid outside the U. S.
and the uses¢ that the human world
makes of the physical universe around
us. But we were not left alone to
tackle that super-human task. The
world itself imposed an extra
challenge; L.e. much of the world tries.
to hide what it is doing or to mislead
us’ concerning its meaning. In other
words, we were given an alriost Impos-
sible task and told to do it in spite of
everything that others couid do to im-
pede our progess,

In our efforts to meet this double
challenge we have tried cvery analyti-
cal tool that could be developed by the
Inteiir,-pmal communily and devised
mawy ingenious programs for the col-

T f

lection of the facts néeded in our anal-

ysis. Among them were clandestine op- |

erations of incalculable value.

Thé atmosphere inside the CIA and

other intelligence organizations has
been that of a crusade — a, crusade
searching for the truth. This atmos-
phere of search for intellectual truth
was made possible by the highest
standards of personnel security. An ef-
fort was made to hire those who
seemed to be the, brightest and the

most intellectually responsible. In. ad-

dition, because we knew that we had
all been carefully screened, we were
confident that we were dealing with
people who bad no hidden motives.
Security screening did not produce a
nice smooth population of people who

- thought alike. We were all strong per-

sonalities who were competing for
what we thought was right. The result

wag a constant debate, but it was a de-

bate that we knew that we could trust.
The truth was not always obvious and

we sometimes made mistakes, but we.

knew that nobody was going to get
personal gain from winning a specific
argument. He would get ahead only if
he were demonstrated to be right over
an extended period of time. In addi-

tion, we knew that nohody was se. -
. cretly trying to distort or mislead the

_ Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDF77-00432R000100370006-1 -~
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NP4 [
debate for hidden political motives. An
argument might be advanced by parti-
sans for a specific weapons system or a

specific policy, but such arguments .

were advanced openly.
The atmonsphere of intellectual free-
dom was exciting. During the Me-

" Carthy era, tor example, we felt com-
. plete immunity to the witch-hunt hys-
- teria. In our intellectual sanctuary, we

did not have to develop the tough
hides and sharp claws that public ex-
posure seems to require. Now, unfortu-
nately, some pecple have seized on

some peripheral activities that could -

be made to seem sensational and are

" using them in a way that can only

damage our search for the truth.
“If the press is our counterpart

among the public in this search for .
truth, then the press “must fry to un- -«

derstand that the mission 0£.CIA is.to
get and-report the truth to our duly

1

constituted leaders in spite of every. , |

thing that ignorance and wilitul distor- -

tion can do to frustrate us. N
W. A, Tidwell, -

. Hrlg. Gen., U.B.AR. (Rat.}.
Fairfax, ~ . .. ., o

w
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%On Behalf of the Public’s ngm to Knaw

By Morton H. Halperin

WASHINGTON—In June, 1974, Rep~
resentative Michael J. Harrington was
permitted to read the transcript of a
secret briefing by the Director of Cen«

tral Intelligence, William E. Colby, on -

American covert intervention in Chile.
What the Massachusetts Democrat,

-long a critic of the Central Intelligence -

Agency, read shocked and appalled
him. The United States, he learned for
the first time, had been actively in-
volved in seeking to prevent Dr. Sal-
vador Allende Gossens from coming
to power and sought to undermine his
control after he became President in
what was conceded to be a free elec-
tion. Mr. Colby's briefing described
efforts to bribe members of the Chil-
ean Legislature, At least some of these
actions viclated American treaty com-
mitments under the United Nations.
Charter and the Ric Pact to refrain
‘from interfering In the internal affairs
of other nations.

More shocking was the fact that the '

description of the American role in
Chile given by Mr. Colby to the House

- Armed Services Subcommittee on
Intelligence contradicted in important
respect statements made pubhf‘ly by
leading Administration officials, in-
cluding Henry A, Kissinger, and
testimony given under oath by the
outgoing Director of Central Intelli-
bence, Richard Helms.

1t was clear to Mr. Harrington that

. the committee intended to do nothing
about the information it had received
except perhaps to ask some more
questions about Central Intelligence

Agency activities elsewhere. The other

_committees that had received contra-
dictory testimony .were not notified;
the Justice Department was not asked
to explore possible perjury The tran-
script was to remain locked m com-
mittee files. .

_ In order to get access to Mr, Col-
by's testimony Mr. Harrington had
signed a committee secrecy agreement
specifying that he could not pass the
information on to anyone, not even
colleagues or cleared staff members.
This produced the dilemma that led to

the recent Congressional efforts to.

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT, July 14, 1975
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censure Mr Hamngton and to his
counterattack launched this week.
‘Mr. Harrington’s problem was sim-
jlar to Dr. Daniel Ellsberg’s after Dr.
Elisberg read the Pentagon Papers.

“The Congressman was in possession

of information that showed that the
executive was deceiving the public
and that he believed would have a
significant effect on policy if released,
but he had made a commitment not to
disclose the information,

Surprisingly, his solution was the

same as that of Dr. Ellsberg: Give the
information to the liberal Senate For-
eign Relations Committee and prod it
to hold hearings. The committee’s. re-
action was the same: It put the ma-
terial in its files and did nothing. The
membeys of that committee felt com-
mitted to the Congressional tradition
that information classified by the ex-
ecutive branch could not be made pub~
lic by the Congress.

After letting the matter of how the
information regarding Chile eventually
reached the press lie unexplored for
almost a year, supporters of the C.LA.
in the Congress decided to movel
against Mr. Harringten. By denying
him access to Armed Services Com-
'l'll“.".‘ \"'LIC!. S"L‘\ Arxu J" "bl&ll’lg L!!(":
ethics committee to mvestlgate his
conduct, they acted to divert attention
from C.LA. covert operations abroad
and illega] activity at home to the
question of a Congressman’s violation

of .a secrecy agreemant, Mr. Harring--
ton's. refusal -to quietly accept this-

criticism will now force the Congress
and the public to face the issue he

- said yesterday that he had taken steps

to challenge the strictures of “a clas-
sification system gone wild.” Where
should loyalties lie in such a situation?

“ -\

We would all prefer a world in
which the executive does not violate
treaty commitments abroad or deceive
the public and infringe on constitu-
tional rights at home, and in which the
public and the Congress are given all
the information needed for informed
public degate and evaluation of Ad-
ministration actions. But we do not
live in such a world.

Until we do, Congress and the pub-‘
lic will depend on the acts of con--

science of those who come to know,

When Mr. Colby tesrifies in | secret on
Capitol Hill, CIA technicians inspect
the hearing room in advance to make

sure it isn't “bugged.”

While Mcr,

Colby is testifying, two CIA experts, in
an adjoining room, operate an interfer-

ence device as further

* A N

protection
against clectronic eavesdropping.

[N

" to inform the rest of us about how we

are being deceived. We "are in the
debt of not only Darniel Ellsberg and
Mr, Harrington, but the still-anony-
mous C.LA. official who turned to the
press when the C.IA. and the Con-
gressional oversight committees con-
tinued to conceal the illegal domestic
activities of the agency, and to others:
Such acts are, and must be, rare com-
ing only at the call of conscience in
face of clearly outrageous deception.”
The lesson here is clear: We cannot
depend on''such acts to keep us ine
formed and should not be asking oth
ers to accept the risks involved. Rath- _
er, Congress must legislate to change -
the situation. Executive branch ac-
tions that constitute criminal offenses
must be spelled out clearly: violations
of treaty obligations, violations of the
charters of organizations such as the

- C.LA., deliberate deception of the Con-

gress or the public on important pol-
icy issues, spying on organizations
and individuals who are not suspected
of crimes, planning covert operations

" in democratic socxetxes if not every- .-
© where.

One could go on, but ‘the pomt is .
that the list must be precise and then
Congress must do two .other things:
It must/create a permanent special
prosecutor to investigate crimes of the
executive: branch, and it must make it
a crime not to report known or sus-

" pected violations of these laws to the

special prosecutor. K

‘Mr. Helms told the Senate Water- ~
gate committee that until recently it
had not been considered a crime to
obey Presidential  orders.- What he
meant was that no one ever went to

* jail for such crimes. Some of the Wa-

tergate conspirators did, but that..
change must be made permanent,

If all that is done, we will have less
need to rely on acts of conscience to
keep us informeéd. At least, until then
we should not permit attention to be
diverted from the crimes of the ex-
ecutive to the acts of courage that
fulfill our right to know.

. Morton H. Halperin directs a project

on national security and civil liberties
for the American Civil Liberties Union

and the Center for National Security ° -

Studies.
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The Teﬂer
Of
Truth

By Anthony Lewis

Last Dec. 22 The New York Times.

published a story by Seymour M.
‘Hersh saving that the Central ]nte)h-
gence Agency had conducted a “mas-
sive illegal domestic intelligence op-
eration.”” The story created a great’
stir, leading to Congressional and Ex-
ecutive investigations- of the CIA.
But it also aroused extraordinarily
sharp attacks on Mr. Hersh and The
Times, and not only from the pre-
dictable right.

The Washington media world buzzed
with sour talk about the story. Time
magazine, reflecting the mood, said

‘ there was “a strong likelihood” that
the piece was ‘“considerably exag-
gerated and that The Times overplayed
it Charles Bartlett, the columnist,
said “knowledgeable quarters” in the
Government found it “highly exag-
gerated.” On the right, John-D. Lofton
Jr. later wrate with relish that a
Pulitzer Prize jury had turned down
the Hersh story as “over-written, over-
played, under-researched and under-
proven.” Lofton added: “By -implica-
tion, the C.I.A. has been found inno-
cent of the charges against it reported
by Hersh.”

Last month the Rockefeller Commis-
sion reported’that the C.LA. had in-
deed carried on illegal domestic activ-
ities on a large scale. I was abroad at
the time and wondered whether Mr.

Hersh's critics had been big enough to

admit their mistake. The answer ap-
pears to be no, and some comment is
in order.

First, there can be no doubt any
longer about the correctness of the
Hersh story—or of The Times' deci-
sion to play it prominently. The Rocke-

ABROAD AT HOME

feller report, the work of eight con-
servative men, confirmed the story in
substance and detail. And now the
C.LA. has made public its own report
to President Ford offering further con-
firmation.

The Rackefeller report said Opera-
tion CHAQS—it disclosed the name—
fad focused on the antiwar movement;
and compiled files on thousands of
American citizens, as Hersh wrote.
Was it “illegal,” ‘“domestic,” ‘‘mas-
sive? The commission said the opera-
tion had “unlawfully exceeded the
C.LA.'s statutory authority” and piled

“large quantities of information on
t‘u, domestiz activities of Amcrican
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i of material.”

. The commission also confirmed Mr.
Hersh's statements that the C.LA. had
" wiretapped, opened mail, infiltrated
legitimate organizations.. The tone of
its report was carefully dead-pan, but

" the substance was hair-raising. _-

The New Republic published a thor-
ough analysis by Morton Halperin com-
paring the Rockefeller findings and the
original Hersh report. If anything,
. Hersh had -understated the C.LA’s
horrors. And so one must ask why,; there
were such attacks on the story sorigi-
nally, and have been so few apologxes
lately.

One reason may of course be jeal-

Lessful investigative reporter in the
™ business. Then there is ideology. Theret
! are people on the right who would like
i to have a secret police system in the
. United States,
" would have been better off not know-
ing that American soldiers massacred
women and children at My Lai.

’ Such feelings can produce blinding "
animus. A curious example was pro-

vided by William Rusher, publisher of
The National Review. "After siiting
next to Mr. Hersh on a television

show, Mr. Rusher described him as “a’
tall, bulky type with a personality fo -

match.” Mr. Hersh is in fact a slightly
built man, with the perscnality not of
a bear but of a nervous badger. -

Another reason for the pique at Mr.

A tha o~ anl walatinme!
Tlarsh may be the specin! relationchip

that some in the Washington press

corps have long favored with top.

CLA. men. There is a-reluctance to
attack those with whom. one dines.
Hersh, like Carl Bernstein and Bob
Woodward in Watergate, is an out-

sider who does not play the social’

game.
Richard Helms the former C.LA.
director, has been a particular intimate
of some !ournahstc Charles Bartlett
. wrote last January that Helms could
“be counted on to show [investigators]
that he took strong measures to keep

his agency on its side of the legal

line.” Mr. Helms ‘may be a charming
i dinner partner, but he was also a
principal author of the C.LA.s lies’and
illegalities.

Finally,

on the function of investigative report-
ing., They complained that he had not:
produced conclusive evidence of C.LA.
wrongdoing. But journalists do- not
have subpoena power, and no one
snoufd, expect them to perform like!
courts. it is enough if they call atten-
tion to wrongs and provoke correction

by the formal system of law and 'pol-

itics. These wrongs had been called to
official attention, butl the politicians
did nothing until Seymour Hersh
forced their hand.

- It is good to hold the press to metic-,

ulous -standards, but a little odd to do
so while winking at official crudities,

William Colby, the present C.LA. di«
“This

rectar, testified last February:
~ operation was ncither massive, P'agal,
. nor domestic, as alleged.”” "With his
1 standard of truih, how long would ha
Jast as a journalist? |

10

~

a “veritable mountain”

ousy of the most important and suc-

and who think we

| some who criticized Mr,
Hersh may not understand the limits .

. WASHINGTON STAR
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CIA Moves
Up to Him,

E.eva Ensasﬁs

Associated Press

Atty. Gen. Edward H.
Levi says that he, and not
President Ford, will decide
whether to bring criminal
charges against CIA per-
scnnel involved in assassi-

nation plots or domestic

wrongdoing.

. “The attorney general
hds made clear to. the
' President that he (Levi)
wnll retain any prosecutori-
{al" discretion,” Justice De-
partment spokesman Rob-
ert Feldkamp said. “They
«did’ discuss this and Ford
,had no problem with it.”

| Feldkamp was question-
ed .about an apparent con-
‘flict between the position

i Levi outlined to a group of|.

‘reporters last Wednesday
jand Ford’s opubiished re-
marl-'s Monday.

“Levi said last week, “I
would feel obligated to tell
the President to communi-
cate the position of the de-
partment, but I would not
expect the Presidens to tell
the department what to

}a

Ford was quoted as say-’

m he would “‘expect to be

drmed” by Levi prior to|

any prosecution of govern-
ment officials for past CIA
.activities and “‘would cer-
‘tainly’ want to discuss the
pros and cons” of any
criminal charges.

Levi's reaction to that re-

mark was that “there is|

plenty of room for the two
statements to coexist,”
Feldkamp related. “The
President certainly would
be notified routinely if any
prosecution the department
would initiate would deai
with national secur:ty or
foreign policy.”

But he added that Levi{

told the President in a
meeting two weeks ago that
“the decision had to be
made here.” Levi would not
seek the President's per-
mission  té procced wuth
‘eriminal” char;cs Eaid-
kamp said.

- @
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Riost Believe

Thiele E”mvﬁ‘@ﬁsﬁma Unfaivly Maligned

Ex-(IA Agents Fret Hi@@w \%%/ ] Nm
%ﬁd@ﬁ*@i@@ﬂ

One recent night, a half-
dozen local members of
Pavid Phillips’ new associa-
tion of f{ormer spies gath-
ered around the coifee table
in his living room to “go
over nur byJaws, find out
about our tax exempt status
and chat.”

They were of reughly sim-
{lar ages as Phillips, and
also lean and tan—except
for Arthur Jacobs, a Me-
Lean attorney, who was
older and had an Einstein-
like shock of white hair and
was charmingly self-depre-
cating (“I should be pre-
served in plastic in the
Smithsonian”) and Lewis
Regenstein, who is younger
and is the author of a book
called “The Politics of Ex-
tinction.” “NCT about the
CIA,” he said. “It’'s about
other endangered species.’

Regenstein resigned from
the CIA after 32 years, he
said, to follow his interest in
“an egually frustrating sub-

ject’'~environmental plOb
lems. “My f}vnnr‘q of eour

asic me )x s::‘,"vr: ::: ihe
envirgnmental movement.”
One of the men asked not
{0 be photographed or iden-
tified by name, because_his

i said Phillips,

" Phiilips’

current neighbors do not
know he is a rvetived spy.
The Association of Re-
tired Intelligence Officers
(ARIO) had had its first offi-
cial meeting a week or so

“carlier at the Summer Vil

lage sales center in
Bethesda, with over 50
slightly edgy new members
in attendance.

The membership, totaling

250 so {ar,
not surprisingly, in the

Washington area. It extends !
" as far-south as Florida, with

a sprinkling across the Mid-
west and a few members in
the far west. ¥ach has paid
at least $10 dues, “but the
averdage is closer
“and we got
one donation for $200.”

The other members share
belief that their
profession has been unfairly
maligned and his deterthina-
tion to defend it as best
they can without revealing

what they unsxder vital se-

crets.

At Phillips’ hoise that

: night, they spoke with flar-
_ ing passion about the peed :
for public understanding of

the espionage business—but-

is concentrated, °,

to $20,”

in their words was an under-
current of meaning compre-
hensible only to them.
through their bond of
strange experience.

At the request of a visitor,
they gamely traded a slew

*of spy jokes before ‘they

came up with a couple that
could be appreciated by out-
siders (or could be printed).
“One joke that used to go
the rounds back when the
agency’s phone number was

unlisted was that the only .
way you could get the num- |
ber was to call the Russian :

said Dr. Lester

Houck of Washington, who

embassy,”

once taught Greek and Med-

iterranean archeology.

A couple of the men had :
stories about friends they ;
bhad rou- !

had met socjally,
tinely deceived about where
they worked, and subse-
quently run into in the halls
at CIA headgquarters. “We'd
pboth been woiking for the
agency and lying to each
other about it,” recalled
James Flannery
dria.

They each echoed Phil- :

of Alexan-

lips’ statements about the
lack of status and recogni-
tion, and especially ahout
the hardships on families.

- “That’s why I took early re-

tirement at 54.” said Estey.
“To give my wife 10 good
w,ms——maybe
Despite these familiar la
ments, and despite what
Phillips has called “the dis-
temper of the times.” which
throws a retroactive cloud
over all their activities, the
men agreed with Flannery
when he said firmly: “If 1 :
had it all -to do over—
I wouldn’t do it differently.”
Flannery spoxe . almest

reverently of his plan to put
up a cabin near Cape Hatt-
‘eras, N.C. “T will report on
domestic activities ,on the
Quter Banks,” he said softly,
“and send back intelligence .
on when the blue fish are
running."—KATHY SAW- |
YER

WASHINGTON POST
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CIA Spy’s
" By Kathy Sawyer
Washington Post Staff Writer

Todd, the rambunctious blond 4-

year-old who was born in Brazil, was
" hiding behind a chair in the corner of
the living room, making odd noises.
Two other youngsters were making
snacks in the kitchen where suddenly
could be heard.a loud crash of dishes.
For their father, David Atlee Phil-
lips—a fittingly dashing spy who saw
Fidel Castro march into Havana, was
in Mexico Citv when Lee Harvey Os-

wald made his mysterious visit, and di- ;
operations in Ckile be-
fore ‘the overthrow of President Al
suburban

rected covert

lende—bahvsitling in his
Marviand home on a weekday after-
noon was an adjustment.

-He could have been any middle-aged
father riding out a white-collar job lay-

off during a national economic slump,
except for a few clues: a mounted map |
of the United States peppered with )

blue-headed pins; original art and arti- .

facts from several Latin Ameriean
countrics, and a massive
volume of “Canto General”
Chilean poet Pablo Neruda, opened to
a selection entitled “l.a United Jbrmt
Company.”

After 24 yvears as a clandestine CIAT

autographed..
by the.

opcratlve of somer 1mpmlance Phllhps
52, has left the embattied intelligence’
agency in order to heip save it. His ak!

ready well publicized plans to defend .

it include personal appearances, a pro-

posed book and the formation of the |

Association of Retired Intelligence Of-
ficers, whose locations across the coun- .
{1y are marked by the pins in the U.S.
map. '

PBecause it i3 a point’ of honor for
him not to be one of what he calls the
“xiss-and-tell” boys, Phillips’ publie
rhetoric go far has bordered on the
mundane, remaining murky with unhe-
traved secrets.

Wwhat emerged from a recent and
lesa guarded interview about  him-
self, however, was a rare, detailed

ghmp:.e of the strange life of a spy -

who ig alse a devoled . family man: a
life of petty deceptions, strange incon-
veniences, social isolation endured
along with exotie e\pcncnus and typi-
cal fatherly pain and pride.

Phillips’ df‘usmvx to take an F‘\NV re-
Lirement from “lie cold” has drm
hint at least partially out of th.u wn
fused world and into a suburban land-
seape of dirty dishes and concerns
‘wver personal finances. His wife, Gina,

i@f@ @m 3@@5@ §@@?é€ é@ ? @zm ' @y .

a school administrstor durmo the aca-:
demic year, took a summer job at the
Beauvoir School summer camp.

“The most difficult part was suggest-
ing to my wife that we give up a

healthy chunk of income,” Phillips
sald. “She hesitated about two minutes
after I told her what I wanted to"de,
and then she said. ‘Go ahead.’” As a re-
sult, she's out working today.”

Phillips had been making -836.000 a
vear as a GS-18 in the spy agency, and
his retirement salary will be around
$18,000. He said the family will be able
to stay in the comfortable ranch-style
horae at 8224 Stone Trail Dr. in
Bethesda and keep the 1964 Khar-

man Ghia and the 1970 Oldsmobile sta-

tion wagon.

“But we will have 1o make a few
changes,” he said. “We haven’t been
out to dinner in two months, for in-
stance.” ’

Phillips said pointedly that “my lec-
ture agent told me I'd-probably make
beiween $5,000 and $10,000 on tlie cir-
cuit next scason, between September
and April. But he said if 1 would make
anti-CIA talks I’d be able to get $50,000
to §100.600.” -

Acknowledging the moral diletnma
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posed by institutionalized secrecy and
stealth in a free society, he said he had

underiaken his crusade “out of frustra-

tion bern of a belief that our country
needs an intelligent service and a rec-

" ogrition that there are tough times
ahead for any secret organization after
Watergate.”

A more personal—and possibly more
compelling—notive for his actions am-
bushed Phillips on his own hearth.
Over the years, he explained, like most
ciandestine agents, he has had a spe-
cial talk with each of his children as
they reached their teens, breaking the

"news that “Daddy is not with the State

Department and he is not a business- °

man. He is an intelligence officer.” .

A spy.

“In the past this has been pleasant
and exciting,” Phillips said. But a few
months ago, when he made the an-
nouncement {0 15-year-old Debbie, the
fifth of the seven children, Phillips ex-
plained, her response was: “But that’s
dirty.” .

Relaxing in his sun-dappled living
room in an embroidered “guayabera”
shirt of the sort -that is handmade in
Guatemala, (“this one is actually a

drip-dry from a factory in Manhattan,”

he said), Phillips embodied all the ele- .

ments of the popular conc‘e\ption of
James Bond: lean, tall, tan and with a
jutting chin. He, in fact, used to be a
professional actor. P
He had tried acting in New York be-
tore and after World War II, part of
which he snent in Goerman nrisaop
camps after his plane was shot down.
After deciding that he was a “a bad ac-
tor,” Phillips went to Chile “to take ad-
vantage of the GI Bill and write a
play.” .
Soon afterward, he bought a dying
English language newspaper there,
Thc South Pacific Mail, along with ali
its debts. All it lacked was its own
printing press. ( ’
‘fThe day I purchased the press, the
c_hngf of station (CIA) there called me,”
Phillips said. “The combination of a
‘clearable’ American with a printing
press was too much for him {0 resist.
“I'was to be a ‘dangle.’ Word was to
be leaked out in Chile that I was chief
of American inielligence there. Sure
enough, a KGB agent soon began to
ctl{ti\'ate me. I was at that time being
. paid $50 a month for my services.
When that Soviet showed up, it occur-
red to me [ should be getting more.”
In 1855, Phillips became a full CIA
staff officer. . ’

His. undercover assignments took .

him to Guatemala, Cuba, Lebanon, to
Washington (‘I was involved in the
Washington end of the Bay of Pigs”),
to Mexico City, the Dominican Repub-
lie. Rio de Janeiro and Brasilia in Bra-
zit, and to Caracas, Venczuela.

tn the sununer ef 1973, Phillips said,

~Gina, an

. !/
he returned to Washington as chicf of
Latin American Operations, where e
directed the ageney's hotly ecriticized
covert activities in Chile that preceded
the overthrow and death of President ~
Salvador Atlende. .
" (Phillips said that, alter he heard ru-
mors of the planned coup some five
months before it occurred, he sent ca-
bles ordering CIA agents to “cut off
contacts with people who are plan-
ning coups,” and that consequémly
there were no agents in the groups
that carried out the ceup. '

Phillips was in that post when he re- -
tived. Through mest of these twists
and turns, he was married and raising
a family. He and his first wife, “who
had met me when I was a bad actor,”.
had five children beforé their divorce
in 1967. .

“It’'s very tough in that respect”
Phillips acknowledged. “It's the kind
of life that shows on 2 marriage.”

A year after the divorce, he met )
.energetic and  spy-wise
blonde, also divorced, who was then an
employe ¢f the National Conference of
Catholic Charities. Her former hus- ;
band was an agent, and the friends
who introduced her to Phillips were

T agents.

They married and combined families
—his four surviving children (one died
in a car sccident) pius her three—and
were off to Brazil, where they soon.
added Todd. They moved four times in
Four years, uprooting all {he children
irom schools. “There were often long
periods of separation,” Phillips said,
“but she made all the basic moves with
me.” )

“Of course it was difficult moving
the kids around,” Gina Phillips said.
“And it's difficult for a wife to work at -
her job in a foreign country; you're
there on a diplomatic passport and you
need special papers. And I had to give

alot of teas and do all the things ex-
pected of a diplomat’s wife. T
“Actually, life in Laiin America was

great. The cover was life in the diplo- .
matic service, so we had a maid, some-

' one else was paying our rent, the kids

went to local American schools. It was
beautiful. .
“Then one comes back to Washing-
ton and puts one’s feet back on the
ground.” .

One of the most difficult. aspects for

the family, the couple agreed, is en-

demic—the lack of visible status in the -

agent’s life. “Oh, sometimes the kids,
will say something like, ‘Why don't we
get a Cadillac with the flags flying,
like Mr, Smith? Daddy’s as smart as
hira”

“Why isn't Daddy going any fur-
ther?’ I would just say 1 don't kiow.

12

" vour

Someday.” : '
! “When your buddy who thinks you™
re with the State Department says to

“vou, ‘Hey, you've been in the business

20 years. Aren’t you ever going to he
chief of mission?’ you just bite your
lip,” Phillips said.

" Sometimes, the cover has led Phil-
lips to antic extremes. “A fellow who

- lives down the street thought I worked

at a government department down-
town,” he said. “He had this old

“clunker of a car that wouldn’t start
. half the time. So he tended to come

over and knock on my door in the

- morning and say, ‘How about-a lift,

‘since our offices are right next to each
other.’ .

“Well, I'd drive 45 minutes through
traffic all the way to the State Depart.
ment and let him out, and then drive
back to CIA headquarters, which is i5
minutes from my house. I did that a
dozen times.

“One day I finally just told him, I

‘said, ‘I've got some news for you..."*

He laughed and was surprised, and
said he wouldn’t bother me anymore.
Really close friends had usually
known the nature of her husband’s
work, if not the substantive detailg
Gina Phillips said. -
“After you get to a certain point in
career where you've been
‘burned’ (exposed) a number of times,

3s foolish io iry io fool pecpie,” Phil

- lip said. “Especially in the last threa

years, many of my close friendq have
known.” N
Over the long haul, he said, his so-

~ cial life had been divided in two. “Say

you want to have a dinner for six. You
say, ‘Yeah, but if we invite so-and-so
we won’t be ‘able to talk about such-
and-such.’ Intelligence people just nat-
urally congregate socially in order to
talk more freely.”

Phillips is, of course, aware that
some skeptics figure his new career is
simply an extension of the old one—
that is, he is still a clandestine opera-
tive on the CIA payroll, sort of a co-

- vert, quasi-maverick PR arm.

“Here, I'm drawing on my experi-
ence as newsman as well as an intel-
ligence officer. There are many simi-
larities between producing news for
newspapers and intelligence for an in-
telligence service. . .

“And in either, it takes a while to
decide if your source is credible. Over
time, as what I say proves out, I hope
to establish eredibility.”

Ju fact, Phillips thinks he might
aventually go back to that other kind
of intelligence gathering, He thinks he-
might like to run a smali newspaper,
in the Matekills perhaps.

et
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LAWRENCE E. SPIVAK: This is Lawrence Spivak inviting you
to "deet the Press,” with the head of the CIA. ‘ i

e . 0
* _ * *

SPIVAK: Our guest today on “Meet the Press” is the Director
of Central Intelligence, William E. Colby. Mr. Colby began his career
as an intelligence officer with the 0SS during Worid War Ii. He later
joined the CIA where he held a number of major posts before becoming
Director in September, 1973.

We'll have the first questions now from Ford Rowan of NBC
News. :

FORD ROWAN: Mr. Colby, in May of 1973, the Inspector-Gzneral
of the CIA compiled a report which showed illegal and improper acti-
V}Figs on the part of the CIA. You did not at that time inform the
Winite House or the Department of Justice. Instead, you began the
destruction of records, including several collections of names which
were part-of the domestic surveillance progran.

; My first question is, on behalf of the agency, were you
attenpting to obstruct justice?

WILLIAM E. COLBY:; No, Mr. Rowan, I was not. I was at-

to change the procedures of the agency, to make sure that
future and to eliminate any holdings
nat we should not haove had.

ROWAN: Why was the White House not informed?

' COLBY: I think there’ was just a inisunderstanding as to why
that wasn't done. we did inform the then chairman, acting chairman
of our oversight committees in the Congress.
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of directives very specifically instructing our people how to
conduct their affairs in the future sc that there would be no
further violation c¢f law. And in that situation, I thought it
‘pest to let’ the misdeeds of tne past sit guietly. I did not see
that there was anything serious enough in there to warrant pro-
secution against any individual.. .

ROWAN: You méntionhinforming members of’CongreSS. pid
they take any substantive action or did. they let the matter just
lie? ' . _

_ _COLBY: At least one of them asked a lot of additional
gquestions and sought further assurances that no further action
would be taken.: . : ’ ‘ :

tROWAN: Mr. Colby, you indicated that on your own, you
 decided that there should be ro prosecution. Under which authority
did you act? .

L COLBY: I did not see enough that warranted to me a request
 to the Department of Justice to prosecute. The question never came
up in a direct form. : - : :

SPIVAK: -Thank'you, ﬁt..Colby. We'll be back to introduce
our other panel members and continue the questions in just a minute.
" But first, this message from our alternate sponsor. n

* v o *. s B

; SPIVAK: We're ready now tc resume our interview con “Meet
the Press.” QOur guest is William E. Colby, Director of Central
Intelligence. You've just met Ford. Rowan of NBC News. The other.
questioners on our panel today are James J. Kilpatrick .of the
Washington Star syndicate; Leslie H. Gelb of the New York Times;
~and Thomas B. Ross of the Chicago Sun Times. ‘ : : :

We'll continue the questions now with Mr. Rilpatrick.

JAMES J. RILPATRICK: Hr. Colby, under the 1949 act,; the
CI@ is exempt from the usual accounting procedures that apply to the
budget and personnel of every other agency of the government. Is
there really any point in maintaining such absoluts secrecy over
pudlic funds being spent by your agency?

COLBY: Mr. Xilpatrick, early in the history of CIA, we
wxsozed about half of our budget to GAD audit. ©Later on, the
GAU determined that it f=lt that it could not conduct an adeqguate
audit of ‘half of it if they did not know the whole. There are
certain things, of course, in our clandestine activity that must
bz kept from public exposure and even the risk of public exposure.

_RILPATRICK: HMr. Colby, I can understand why the details
of your buctget might well be kept secret. But why is it necessary
to conceal from the American. people whether you're spending one
Dillion, two billion, five billion, or whatever the sum is?

| COLBY: "Mr. Rilpatrick, in 1947, the weapons  expendituresg:
. 0f the Atonic Energy Commission consisted of a one line item. .- Last: .
'zﬁér tbey'copsisped of fifteen pages of detailed explanation. "I ¢
-witgk'lt'%§ inevitable that if you expose_tne single figure you

e, .lmmeala}e}y get a debate as to what it inciudes, what it oes. -
M0t include,” why did it go up, why did it go down, and you will

:fgg shortly get into a description of the details of our activi-

-

KILPATRICK: 1It's a political reason, is it not, sip, that
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your budget would be especially vulnerable to beaing cut by nembers
of the Congress who oppose the agehcy? / ' :

. v'. /

COLBY: Oh, I don't think so. I think the responsible
mempers of the Congress would support a good intelligence service
and a good intelligence program. And I think we have the best in

" the world. .

SPIVAR: Mr. Gelb.

LESLIE GELB: Mr. Colby, would the 1947 act that established
the CIA prohibit the CIA from collecting intelligence or providing
. support to collect intelligence within the United States on domes-—
" tic individuals or groups? .

v COLBY: Yes. The act says clearly that the agency will .
have no subpoena, police, law enforcement powers or internal
security functions. Now that does not mean that the agency can
do nothing in the United States. It can do certain things re-

. lated to foreign intelligence within the United States.

' GELB: Well, when you appeared before various congres-
sional committees...,. o

COLBY: Many.

: - GELB: ...in the -- in the -- “"many” is right -- in the

~wake of the disclosures about CIA collection of ten thousand or
more dossiers, of bugging and surveillance and whatnot, you did
not refer to these activities as illegal. 1In fact, you said they
were not illegal; they were merely missteps. Hous do you reconcile
that congressional testimony with what vou just said now?

COLBY: I have said that they were wrong. I think "wrong"

is a word that covers those few missteps and misdeeds that CIA has
conducted over twenty-eight years....

GELB: Does "wrong” mean “illegal?" Does "wrong® m=an
"illegal?” : :

COLBY: Sometimes it doas. Sometimes it merely means that
we were outside our charter, although there's nothing otherwise il-

- legal about the activity. . : ‘
GEL83: Does outside the charter mean that it was illegal?

COLBY: It means that it is wrong for CIA to do it....

GELB: Well; was it illegal.{L.

COLBY: It was not necessarily a crime that it be done, but

it was wrong for CIA to do it.

_ GELB: W%as it illegal’ for the CIA to develop and collect
these ten thousand and more ddssiers? :

. COLBY: It was not illegal to collect them all. The allega-
t1on against CIA was that it conducted a massive, illegal domestic
O22ration during the Nixon administration. The operation besgan in
~the Johnson administration. It was not massive. As you will note

on page 149 of the Rockefeller Commission Report, it referred to three
2G2nts who were wrongly used. “There was a’collection of paper also
collected, mainly I'BI reports” dnd n&wspaper ¢lippings.

. It was improper to collect some of these things. But I
think that the word "wrong" covers both the actions which techni-
¢2lly may have been illegal and the things that we had no right to

e e
§
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do.

. : / - .
GELB: But the Rockefeller Commission itself labeled most
of these activities as unlawful. That's their word..

COLBY: A number of our activities were unlawful in the
past. There were a few. But not -~ this particular program, I
think, was not labeled as unlawful. ‘ L

SPIVAK: Mr. Ross.

THOMAS B. RO5S: Mr. Colby, the Murphy Commission on Foreign
Policy has just come out with a report saying the Forty Committee in
" the Wnite House, which is supposed to supervise the CIA activities
has been meeting only infrequently and informally. Douglas Dillon,
who was a member of the Rockefeller Commission, said there had never
pe=2n any real oversight of the CIA. o

How, then, could a series of Presidents and a series of -
Directors of the Central Intelligence Agency tell the American people
tnat the CIA was under tight control?

. COLBY: Well, I think I'll let the Presidents speak for
. themselves. : ' .

The reason the Forty Committee has not met very often is
that because during the fifties and sixties the CIA was engaged
"in many activities abroad of a political and paramiliitary character.
In the last few years, that activity has dwindled to  almost nothing.
We do very little of that work today abroad. And therefore, there is.
much less occasion for the Forty Committee to meet and discuss those
activities. ' :

. ROSS: When you say "little,” what do you mean by little?
- How many covert operations is the Agency conducting around the world
right now? ' ,

COLBY: Well, I really cannot give you specifics or the
figures. But I say it is a very small percentage of our total
budget at the moment: . . oo . S

: ROSS: Reverting to the control issue, John McCone said
that while he was Director of the CIA, he didn't know that planning
wvas going forward to assassinate Castro. You have said that you
didn't know about many things going on in the CIAa, including the
-fact that thne Justice Department gave you the authority to control
-your own lawbreakers. |

Doesn't that indicate once again that the CIA was out of

control of even its own Directors?

COLBY: No, I don't think so. 'In any large organization
-~— and CIA is a large organization -- with activities all around
the world, every detail will not necessarily be known. I learned
of the arrangement with the Rockefeller Commission when I was ap-
prized of a problem which might involve that. And it looked that
1t was not supportable to me, and so I discussed it with the Acting
httorney General, who withdrew that arrangement. v

- SPIVAK: Mr. Colby, as one who knows the CIA from long
association with it and who, I assume; is dedicated to the security
of this nation, will you give us: your appraisal of whether the ‘
lnvestigations have, on the whole, been gnod or bad for the country?

. COLBY: Well, I think there're both goods and bads, Mr.
“Pivak. I think that the good is that we are in the process of
Updating the old image of intelligence that is carried by many

o'folecans to the new reality of intelligence; that intellicence
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todoy is more than the old spy story or the TV sbebtd ntar on
saturc¢ay night. It now consists of an intellectual process of
putting bits and pieces together, analyzing ‘them, of collecting
information from open sources wherever we can get them around the
world, from technical capabilities, of which we, as Americans, have

developed perhaps the most impressive collection in the world; and
also some clandestine activity, of course, against those closead
societies that can pose a threat to our country.

On the bad side I think are the sensational and irrespon-
sible leaks and discussions that go on so that the characterization
of our intelligence apparatus still does suffer that old image. I
am interested really in trying to focus on the seventies and eighties
and forget apout the fifties and sixties. But I'm having a hard time
doing it. ’ : . :

SPIVAK: Mr. Colby, earlier this year you were reported as
saying that exaggerated charges of improper conduct of the CIA had
vlaced —-- and these were your words -- "placed American intelligence

. in danger.” /

What do you consider the most exagqeratod charges that have
been made against the CIA?

COLBY: The massive, illegal domestic operation, and I think
some other charges have been made which are totally out of context
in the total picture. I think here we have a difficulty that is
-perhaps a difference of profcsolon between the journalistic pro-
fession and the intelligence profession. We try to put the jigsaw
ni tﬂgct“c: te draw from them the wnole picture and present the
vhole thing in proportion. I think the journalistic profession,. be-
.cause of the nature of its media, is inclined to focus on the individual
Jigsaw piece and to bring that as typical of the whole. And that has -
given me a great deal of difficulty. . ;

SPIVAK: ©Now the charges that have been made agalﬂst the
CIA and the investigations themselves have really raised so many
doubts in the minds of the American people, and many people believe
that the organization ought to be abolished altogether and that if
a new one is needed, why, a new one should be started. What's your
reaction to that? . . -

COLBY: Well, I think the CIA today -- as I said, it may
have done some things in the past which were either mistakes or
vrong. But the CIA today is the best intelligencé& sefvice in the
world. It has thz most dedicated and talented group of peopl° work-—
ing for it of any intelligence service in the world. It's the envy
of the foreign nations. :

. I think that any attempt to disband it would leave our
wartion vulnarable. In a2 world ia which w2 now sit thirty sminutes
aray from a nuclear missile aimed and cocked at us, in a world in
wh1§h our economic resources can bz throttled by hostile foreign
nations, in a world in which nuclear proliferation can posz a
cangar to all of us, I think we nzed good intelligence. I tnink
we've got it, and I think we should eontinue. :

SPIVZ’\K’ "~ Mr. Rowan. .
.’? ROWDN ‘Mr. Colby, I'd like to ask you something abou® ™
n?L the CIA, which you administer; but in your role as Dlrector
of Central Intelligence, you oversee the entire intelligence
conmunlty And I would like to ask you if the National Security
tUG“CY regularly monitors telephone calls between forelgn -- be-
veen American citizens and citizens in foreign countries
{)proved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77- 00432R000100370006 1
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are known to include the following of forelgn communlcatlons. I
think that's all I woulc like to say dbOUt that.

ROWAN: What I'm trylng ‘to get at is to find out if in
the course of their activities involving foreigners massive records
are kept on the number of calls, the places callo are made to from
this country by American citizens. .

COLBY: I would defer to the. Department of Defense for the
answer to that.

SPIVAK: ' Mr. Kilpatrick."

, , KILPATRICK: But pursuing that for just a moment, sir, the
Rockefeller Commission talked about communist intelligence efforts
within the United States and said that the Soviet Union, we gather,
is making extraordinary use of -electronic technology, is monitoring
and recording thouoands of private telephone conversatlons within the
United States.

Could you amplify that, sir?

COLBY: Well, the Soviet Union does have a very extensive
communications intelligence effort around the world. You've seen
their trawlers off our coasts., They follow our fleets when they

“move. '"They have an extensive effort of that kind....

KILPATRICK: Are they monltorlng domestic telephone con-
versations, to your knowledge?

COLRY: There are an awfui‘lot of antennae on top of the
Soviet Embassy. And I think they are there for a purpose.

_ KILPATRICK: Your estimate was five hundred thousand in-
‘telligence operatives in the communist bloc nations. That was the
es3timate of the Rockefeller Commission. Is that your estimate also,
sir? ’ ' '

COLBY: I think that's a close'figure.

SPIVAK: DMr. Gelb.

. GELB: iir. Colby, the Rockefeller Commission seems to
describe tne Chaos operation of the CIA, the collection of the
files and tne bugging, surveillance, so forth, as large, illegal
and domestic. Let me guote from their report. They said "The CIA
exceeded its statutory authority in these operations.” It said

the operations were “"a repository for larqe guantities of- informa-
tion on domestic activities of Americans.® It talked about "the
large number of activities and the veritable mountain of material.”

Wouldn't thlS suostantlate a charge of m3551ve, illegél
domestic opera;10ns° : T -

COLBY: I don't think so. I think that the word "illegal”
obviously does apply to certain of the activities. But as I indicated,
the Rockefeller ComnlsSLOn found three agents whose work was lllegal.
I don't think that's massively illegal.' Those three agents Wwere im-
proper. There's no gquestion about it. ‘ ’

. With respoct to the files, as the Comn1551on found after
looking  at our Files, most of the files consisted of F3I reporty
#nd clippings frOﬁ the nowsoapcr. Now we —-- in my opinion, we should
not have kept all those. .3ut in the period of the time that this was
going on, when you have a quarter of a million people demonstrating
outside of the white House, when you had four thousand bombings occur
in one year in this country, I think there was considerable concern
as whether thls was indigenous or was being stinulated and support d

-
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by foreign intelligence”ar security services. . T 77

GELB: But your own study showed that these were not connected
with foreign intelligence activities. And.,..

COLBY: And by studying it we found out that th°j were not
connected. If we had not studled it, we could not nake that finding.

GELB: But you can make that argument by saying’ you'd have
to keep studying something forever to 1nsure thau it didn't have a -
foreign connection. W

COLBY: No, I don't think you do. You respond to a present
need, a present problem, a present danger. We terminated this opera-
tion a year and a half ago because the problem has gone away in great
part. And consequently, there is not a reason for continuing that
~- that kind of an effort to identify forelgn links to American
-dissident organizations. .

SPIVAX: Mr. Ross.

. ROESS: Hr. Colby, 8enator Church says that his intelligence
‘committee has not been able to find evidence of an order from any
President to the CIA to plan assassinations. Does that mean that

the CIA was:. acting on its own in this area?

_ COLBY: ®Mr. Ross, I don't believe that I want to talk

, about the subject of assassinations. This is a very difficult
and complex subject. Some of the facts are not well known or are
not well recorded. and gome of +he dacrezs to shich varicus n'\f\'\1

U y. oo b VOL e 210 Y

within and outside of the Agency were a part of any such act1v1ty

is not very clear. We have reported on this fully to the committees,
"and we will do so. But I do not think it appropriate for public

discussion. . . ’

ROSS: Well, let me turn to another area then. The CIA
placed the Shah of Iran back on his throne in the mid fifties. The
Shah is now one of the principal reasons why we're paying a great
deal more money for our oil.

In this instance as in others, mightn't it have been better
to just allow events to take their normal course?

: COLBY: And to allow the Comnunist Party of Iran to take
- over that country? I doubt that. I think you would have been
stopped from the o0il long before this.

ROSS: Would not -- would not o0il possibly be cheaper
“in being bought from the communist countries? After all, we have
engaged in some sort of an attempt to negotiate for natural gas.
from the Soviet Union. Mightn't that be a cheaper price than we're
paying out of -- out of the Persian Gulf right now?

COLBY: In the mnid fifties, the problem of communist ex-
pansion was a very great danger around the world. And we did a lot
of things to prevent it.

In the seventies, we have begun a process. of negotlatlon
with a communist world which is itself divided in the Sino-Soviet
split. You have a totally different StLdthlC situation that we
are facing today from the one we faced in the fifties.

SPIVAK: Mr. Colby, the t,ubllc has bezen deeply concerned
by the stories of CIA involvement in plotting to assassinate foreign
leaders. Dpon't you think it would be better to release the full

and tr t s S [l S
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COLBY: No, Mr. Spivak, the instructions in -the Agency are
quite clear, that the Agancy will not engage in, support or stimulate
or condone assassination at this time. Those instructions have been
issued by the Agency for several years NOW. v s .

SPIVAK: We're talking about the.past, though. We'res
talking about.... -

COLBY: We are éalking about —-- I do not think it useful

to our country to go into a great exposute of things that happsned
in the fifties and sixties. And I think|that the subject nad
‘vetter —-- pest be settled by adopting a firm policy at this

‘voint not to do such activity and letting the past stay quiet.

SPIVAK: well, may I take you to one thinj that is
happening now. Rumors are being spread that the CIA is somehow
involved in attempts to get rid of Prime Minister Indira Gandhi.
Can you categorically state that CIA.... :

coLBY: I Categorically deny that.
SPIVAK: ...is not involved in any way in that?

COLBY: I categorically deny that. -

SPIVAK: Mr. Rowan. |

ROWAN: Mr. Colby, the Rockefeller Report said that one
of the CIA's computer systems had information on three hundred

‘thousand Awmericans in it. You have testified that the CIA main-
tains forty to fifty such record systems. S :

, I'm .wondering -- can you tell us how many Americans are:
in the CIA's computer files, or can you estimate that number?’

COLBY: WNo, I can't, Mr. Rowan. We obviously have many,
‘many Americans in our files -- applicants, people who had clearances,
people who have reported to.us, sources of what is going on abroad.:
.Wle have large numbers of Americans in our files. There's a great
~overlap in them. And I am unable to come out with a total.

ROWAN: One gquick follow-up question. Has the CIA com-
_puter system been used not just to keep files, but to do modelinyg
and predicting to try to.predéct behavior of people? :

COLBY: I do not balieve so, no. I'm pretty sure that
has not been used as a prediction. e obviously use computers a
great deal in our business of analyzing material, storing it, re-
trieving it, and so forth. As to predictability of personal behavior,
of human behavior, there have been some experiments I-think in modeling
to see whether patterns grow and whether similar behavior is followed
in future times. But this is conducted under the strict rules ap-

plicable to this kind of research and development.

SPIVAK: We have less than two minutes. Mr. Kilpatrick.,

KILPATRICK: #r. Colby, the Hurphy Commission -has recom-
@ended that the CIA be re-named the Foreign Intelligence Agency.
Bould that help your nublic relations'_p:oblem? G :

_ COL&Y: T think if you just changed the name, why, our
friends of the press would quickly penetrate that as pbeing sort of '
a cosmetic change and not a real one, although the word s foreign®
1 am all for. 1In my confirmation hearing, I suggested that you
add the word “foreign® before the word "intelligence” wherever it
appzareg in the act.

.

~ - .
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SPIVAK: Now, Mr. Gelb.

GEL3: Mr. Colby, if you thought a member of the CIA was,
say, leakirng information to Mr. Spivak, would you be empowered under
the law to surveil and wiretap and bug Mr. Spivak? .

COLBY: ©No, absolutely not. And I would not be empowered
under even the legislation I recommend to improve our secrecy. I
would not be allowed to do anything with .respect to .an outsider. I
would be allowed to follow within the agency the activities of one
of our employees that I thought was in soéme way misbehaving. I have
the same authority in that respect as the head of any governmental
* organization, like the Fish and wildlife Service, to be responsible
_ for his own employees and their behavior.

SPIVAK: Thirty seconds. Mr. Ross.

. ROSS: Mr. Colby, the Rockefeller Commission suggested

it might not be such a good idea to have a career man as the head
- 0of the CIA. Do you think that's a hint from the White House that
. you maybe ought to resign? : :

COLBY: O©Oh, I don't think that's a hint. I serve totally
- at the pleasure of the president, and he can turn his pleasuie
somewhere else any time he wishes. I will do my duty.. As long as
_he thinks I'm useful, I will stay. .

SPIVAK: I'm sorry to interrupt, but our  time is almost

up and we won't be able to get 1n another guestion and certainly
~not another answer. -

Thank you, Mr. Colby, for being with us today on "Meet
the Press.” , . .

coLByY: Thank you.
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A several letters which took
sibly with my various points, but many more which dida’t "
quarrel with the points so much as. with' the morality of my .
making them. Since my recent book about the CIA (With-
out Cloak or Dagger) came out I've grown used to hate

campaign against, those who don’t subscribe to Sy Hersh's
view of the Agency. But J can’t get used o the fact that :
there is a
paign. Maybe 1 should get off the air—or, at I2ast, be mor2
subtle. _

T've just said this in reply to a letter from an old friend,
a former CIA employee who now sells used cars. this beinyz -

“civil rights” organization which somehow regards the hir-
ing of ex-Agency employees as a violation of civil rights,
and whose members systematically telephone personnel de-
partments of major corporations threatening sXposure to
those who “take-on CIA agents.” He had chided me for
saying the Agency found the conclusion that there was a
Soviet program of subversion in the U.S. “almosr “ines-
capable,” and had thought I was doing the Agency a dis-
service by softening what I know of its findings. ‘

I get his point. But look: I'can’t go around saying that
the course of self-destruction on wkich we. seem to be em-

barked is due to a gigantic KGB plot. Whether it is or :
| isn’t doesn’t matter. There are some views which, right or
wrong, we're expected to uccept. Allends became president |
of Chile by means of free, democratic electiops. The gov-
ernment of South Vietnam was corrupt: the government of |
North Vietnam is not. Aaszla Davis is beuwatifuel 17 vou've !
80t idenas to the contrary you shut ug about inem—if, that
is, you want anyone to listen to what else vou've uot ta say.
You accept those notions against which it's useless to argue,
then, from a starting point of at least pretended agrzemsnt
‘on basics, you proceed to-offer particulars.

The assumptions about the GIA around which minds
have closed can't be taken on at one sitting. I happen to |
think the CIA is bumbling and inetlicient, and incapable
of the activities of which it has been accused, and I am
certuinly not trying to defend it. But even if I were I would
do 5o only \\n‘*nn narrow, caruful!) detined limits where 1
Lnow T am on ‘safe quund Once an audience suspects you
aic trvmw o 1usm) the Ag,cncy in 2 general way it tunes

1

The paperhack edition of Mr. Copeland's book on the CIA,
Beyond Cloak and Dagger (Pinnucle Press), will be pub-
listied i anid-August.
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-MY'*,{RT[CLE ABOUT the CIA (March 14) brought
v issue more ot less sen-

mail, and I've come to accept the fact that there’s a definite © ¢

- 2 1 - -
campaign against those who sar; there i3 a cam- | IHESC“P”b'S fact: what is happenlng

in our country is precisely what the
+ ! Soviets want to happen

the only job he could get following the campaign of a . |

-"how the-Soviets define it. Well, if the Agency can’t properly

" selves into. Here goes.

|
| |

i out, and from then on you can’t even make points that its
: worst enemies must recognize as valid.

With respect to the issue of Soviet-inspired subversion ia

¢ the United States. all one can hope for is that some peuplz

will ut least give thoughtiul’ consideration to the Agency's
poiat of. view, They can reject it in the end if they wish,
but.they should at least hear it. There is, after all, this

* inescapable.fact: what is happzning in our country is pre-
. cisely what

the Soviets want to happen;, and what they
have long, and openly, had plans to. bring about. Could
there be a connection between the happening and the

plans? I should think it appropriate for the nation’s intelii-

gence agency to seek an answer to this question—and,
while it is at it, to inquire into the- related fact that when-
ever it dares even to suggest that there might be a connec-
tion its members are attacked by the nation's leading news- |
papers for being unregenerate cold warriors. :

It's probably too late for the Agency to-say anything:
about anything. Until recently it was silent for old-fashioned
reasons of national security. Wow that notions of nauomi
security have given way to. those of “the public’s ﬂght to!
know,” even when it means that our enemies must also
know, the public “knows” the wrong things. Fallacies about
the Soviets and our relations with them have gone unchal-
lenged for too long: they are now dogma. Supposedly well-
informed editorialists use such phrases as “back in the days

There is, after all, this

of the cold war™ and speak of “detente” without thought of

speak up neither can I. But perhaps it would be of some |
value to NR readers were I to outline how the Agency ¢
must, in the light of .its background, view the current “our
side bad, other side good™ frame .of mmd we bave got our-

To start with, let's go back to why we have a CIA in:

. the first place. It was the fear of another Pearl Harbor. '

We all agreed that it was unthinkable for a great country :
like ours to bz taken by surprise by any event which might :

_endanger our security, however remote the possibility of |

its ‘occurring might seem. The first mission of the newly :
created Central Intelligence Agency was té help ensure an .
“early warning” in the event of another Pearl Harbor, and
to provide information that the military would need in re-’
sponding to it. In the late Forties, a team of Pentagoen. |

" State Department, and CIA planners sat down to figurz |
. out every majar threat to our national security.that might
“-conceivably atise, and to work out dependable plans which,

" when a threat abtually arose, could be dusted ofi-and im-

plemented without-need of a lot of scurrying, ad hoc re-
visions. By the early Fifties, the. CIA’s information had
pointed to “developing situations™ which could lead to’
World War 11, and a “contingency pl:m" had been drawn:
up for each. It was agreed that 36 “situations’” would be}
kept under continual review, and the plans, p—‘noou;.‘l.}
brought up to date in the light of chunging world cxrcvm«
stances. The responsibility was assigned i
consisting of Defense and State D:parlment aid (,IA ox-
perts. . i . :

As THE YEARS went by, the committee deteriorated, mainly
because the quality of its members dropped (planning for
events which will probably never happen is not a job
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esgerly sought by a bureaucracy’s best brains), ‘but also
tzcause changes in world circumstances made the cantine
gencies less and less realistic. Morzover, the planning was

} weskened by compromises refiecting the conflict between
+ military men and the politicos. The military thought in

" terms of “first strike capability”’and of giving priority to -

. those contingencies that involved Russia’s behaving more or
i less as-Ritler's Germany did; the.politicos believed that Rus-

sia sought to win victories without fighting, that in Soviet

plancing the military was subordinate to political aggres- -

ston, that,"in-general, “Soviet strateay is more jiu-jitsu than
boxing,” as a State Departmeént representative put it. The
gap betwzen the two points of view so widened: that the
“Pearl Harbor Committee,” as it had come to be known,
foundered to a halt.. The exercise, or what was left. of it,

was taken over-by “game- players™ from the various agen< -
cies, who promptly- designated the “developing situations” *
installed a:
computer, and set about turning the nightly gaming sessions.”
into occasions: for testing new techniques for predicting |
political events, with emphasis on the techniques rather than |
. on the events. (Some chap wrote a book about it, remem- '
ber, called The Game of Nations.) By 1970, “The Game”

with the more fashionable Iabel, “szenarios.”

existed as-a formal affair only when specific gaming prob-
lems were farmed-out to universities and

munity itself it had become only one technigue among many

used by analysts as they found themselves faced with a.
wouldn’t respond to ordinary |

situation so puzzling that it
methods of examination.

The gaming device smappad back into-action in Decem-

ber 1971, as the result of an innocent-sounding query made
by a British officer at a Imeeting of British and American
military experts held in London. He had just heard one of
his colleagues present an impressive briefing on the state

of readiness of British armed forces: his question was, “Yes,
Whatever their quality in terms of -
fighting preparedness, military forces cannot move without

but can we use them?”

& national infrasiructure—Irains, public utilities, ports, basic
indusiries, communications facilitics. ete., which remain in

the hands of civiiians until war actually breaks out—and
of a:
civilian population that wants it to operate. The officer ;

the infrastructure can’t operate except in the hands

wanted to know whether this was or was not the situation
in the Britain of 1971,

s¢n by the Soviets to ensure maximum
themsélves and maxirum blame on the “capitalist and im-
perialist™ Americans, and a British government too weak to
deal with the wildcat strikes, riots, sabotage, and urban
guerrilla warfare it would provoke should it attempt to

sympathy for

" “drag Britain into a capitalist imperialist war.” So—*But

€an we use them?" A legitimate question for an army ofticer
of a country whose military posture is based on an alliance
with NATO and the United States—which, he politely sug-
gested, might have doubts about its owr infrastructure.

My reputation as a “game player” was enough to cause
eae or two old Agency friends who had been with me in
the old days to seek my advice with respect to applying
§3me techniques to the questions at hand—I mean those
Questions that the British colonel's query had brought to
n?md. The Agency was in a cIuandary about a_ great con-
fhc!Abetwcen conclusions to which its jnformation was tak-
ing it. On the one hand, it was jn possessian of intelligerice
w}nch_ proved conclusively that. the Soviets were backing
terrorist mavements all over the world, stimulating violence
In student and labor movements, “orchestrating” (to use
Leain’s word) the penetration and corruption of many
respectable: non-Cornmunist political and social organiza-
1ions, and, -in general, using “detente” as a'means of win-
ning, rather than relaxing, the cold war. It also had proor

research groups:
such as the Rand Corporation. Inside the intelligence com- "

He went on to postulate a Soviet- ;
American military confrontation undear circumstances cho-j

that the Sino-Soviet split AR 4 PRt S e bO0108/08

/

" of the inte]liéence community bélieved, ditninish the ef-
fectiveness and danger of ;these Soviet-supported activities.
! Finally, there was indisputable proof that the Soviets ul:i-
i mately aimed at nothing less than a “revolutionary mass
' movement” in the United States, and that Sovistssupportsd
activities, both abroad and in the United States,. hung to-
gether in a single, easily charted master scheme. That Was
one side of the story. At the same time, there was a mass
of information, equally convincing, that there was nobody
in Moscow—or Peking, Havana, or any other Communis:
: capital~who was up to such a massive organizational feat.
' The KGB can hardly be said to be staffed with organiza-
tional geniuses—nor is any other group in the hierarchies
of the Soviet Union or of any other Communist country.

N OR, FOR THAT matter, in the CIA or the U.S. Govern-
ment. “Gaming it all out” seemed an ideal way to answer 5
“the question: how can there be a master plan without mastz;
-planners? CIA experts, with appropriate assistance from
Defense and State, would bone up on current Soviet opera-
tional philosophies, put themselves in the shoes of KGB
and other Soviet government officials known to have re- ;
_sponsibility for operations against American interests, and | =
figure how they would go about it. Looking at the problem i
from the Soviets' own point of view—and taking into ac-

" count Soviet strengths, shortcomings, and operational op- |,

. tions as the Soviets themselves saw them—might show how

i the Communists can achieve such well-coordinated resuis ,
. with so little coordinating ability. It did. Moreover, once . !

the “gaming out” rxercise had established the scaffolding.
it was easy to bring order to the masses of information
which until ther had been so contusing.

There are two premises upon which to start any exami-
nation of Soviet strategies since Stalin. The first is that in
any direct confrontation between us and them, they, not
we, will choose the scenario. They will choose one which

; suits their purposes, not ours. The second is that in indirect

; confrontations—in small wars, that is—their strategies wiil

be built entirely on their “can win, can’t lose™ position. {For

example, North Vietnam could fail -again and again in its-
attacks on South Vietnam yet win in the end, while South”
Vietnam had to lose only once to be finished—and the same

with the Arabs and Israel.) There was already enough

agreement on these points, but a difference of opinion arose

between the military and the politicos when it came to.
postulating more specific guidelines.

'The Soviets had been convinced
by our politicians and writers, not
theirs, that our society was
“rotten to the core”

The guidelines the Soviets presumably would follow were
. these: . ;
¥ In the event military conflict appears inevitable, the
Soviets will choose a scenario that fits our weak-
nesses, not their strensths.
1 They will primarily .attack those of our institutions
that stand between them and our weaknesses. ° L
o' They will use our own facilities to .attack uvs, rather
_ than facilities directly controlled by them. '
AL STt the miiitary-minded game players argued that the
Soviets were in fact giving primary attention to their own
strengths, outrunning us not only.in building their military
capabilities at home but in giving military aid to Commu-
nist countries iavolved in small wars, and that, resardless
of any information to the contrary, the Soviets could be
eSUMmE ave idence i in mdligary might, and to
"GIARDPY06483R86% forobgaliers sisi
VAR . :
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base their plam on it. B‘.su(u..».' :
Pentagon said, “we' idon’t have any weaknasses.” Intelligence |

indicating that the Soviets did not ‘have confidence in their
military strengths—or, ralhe.r, that .thev kad an inordinate
respect for ours—was very Impressive. ‘

But what won over the military minds was intelligence on -
how the Soviets sized up our political situation. The Soviets
bad been convinced by cur politicians and writers, not theirs, :
that our society was “rotten to the core,” and that the |
American people were so disillusioned with the “stooges of
the military-industrial complex™ who are our leaders that-
should these leaders. try to drag the country into a “capi-
talist irperialist” war our soldiers would refuse to obey the
orders of their officers, young men would bura their draft
cards, labor unions would go on strike, studzats would riot,
“the people” the world over would demonstrate in front of |
our embassies, and that would be the end of it. Wishful
Communist thinking. perhaps, but that's what the Soviets
did bzlieve in 1971—and probably do now.

Huaving actepted ihis first pr ! HIBE TS
right military minds waong the ¢ players jound the next
two easy—especially since events of the moment were bear-
, ing them out. For exampie, the U.S. Army's security officers
i in Germany had been arguing that in the event of, say, a -

sudden sweep of Warsaw Pact armies across northern Eu- |

rope our own military forces could be krounded by Afth !
 columnists among German civilian employees, who could ;

_ be presumed to exist in a target of such priority importance

“to the KGB, and that investigations into the backgrounds
of those employees wgre absolutely essential. No sooaer
had the iavestigations got under way than there was an
" outery. in our own country, and they had to be stopped.
The FBI prompllv established that the leaks of information
i m 17 C

oo,

cmp O\ee-t under the m‘]ucqc; of Commumst-;ront organi-
zztions, ]t can be sxid that the Soviets” assauli—not on the
U.S. forces themseives, and not even on the German civilian
employees, but on the U.S. agency whose job it was to
uncover whether or not there were potential subversives and
saboteurs among the employees—accomplished as much as -
a military move to neutralize American forces in Germany.
More, in fact, because there was no pnce to* pay in public
relations. i

It was the means by which the Soviets can accomplish '
so little with so much, using our resources, that drew the |
“attention of the game players. We had it from the Soviets :
themselves (one really should read Lenin, and not waste :
time on the almost irrelevant Marx) that the 'steps were ;
sedation, diversion, penetration, and activation.

Sedation is the business of “]ulhng the enemy .into a
false sense of security,” a standard military strataoem dat--
ing back to the Bible. Today, the Soviets sedate bs by !
means of a two-pronged approach. First, they show en- ;
thusiasm for detente, cultural exchanges, summlts, and all
sorts of efforts to prove that “the Russians aren’t such bad
chaps alter all,” as a member of President Nixon's steff
said upon -returning from a visit to Moscow.

L neea
U OVITRmcnt

bl\ 'EN THRE mood of \wshful thm!\mo in America today,
the first prong is almost enough. There is, however, the sec-
ond: the carefully indirect smearing of influential and ar-
ticulate Americans who persist in suspecting the sincerity
of ull this copacetic behavior, and the carefully” indirect
support of influential and articulate Americans who ﬂcccpl !
IL By meansT'll come to in a minute, these two categones
of people are tumed into the viiiains and heroes, respec-
"Vel) of the American scene according to rkeir scenario.
The fisst are cold warriors, McCarthyites, and fascists; the
»second are—well, any term will do so long as it implies
wisdom, reasonableness, and love of freedom and does not '
¢ven remotely suggest Communism. “Communist” is the
epithet which Soviet-front organizations like to bait those

24

a superpatriot from toe ..

“of the first ca!egorv into using.
As we all know, calling anything ‘Commumst is very

_unfashionable in America these days, and the Soviets know
- very well that the way to discredit something in our sociaty

is not to make it appezr evil but to make it appear unfash-

iopable. :
It is well to remember that the measure of Communist

sedation is not the prominence of Communist sympathizers

but the apathy of everybody else. Take the situation ir

Britain, for exampie. A minority of leftist extremists in the
National Students Union bhas succeeded in electing four of -
its numiber to the four top positions. We should perhaps
be alarmed 2t the fact that a minority can win out over 2 |
majority by being pushier, or simply by bothering to show i
up at elections. But what's really the indication of Com- ;
rmunist sedation in Britain is the fict that the whole coun-|
ry, 100 per cent of its taxpayers—including Harold Wilsen, ,
Margaret Thatcher, Peregrine Worsthorne, Anthony Le- }
jeune, and Malcolm '}viuggeridge—-supplies that $50,000 per
vear that the NSU budgets explicitly for sit-ins, “agitprop,”
and other forms of disruption, and there is no sign that it
will stop.

Sedation does not quite go far enough, however. There is )
no way the Soviets can. completely conceal the fact that
they are pursuing the.cold war as vigorously as ever, zud

.that detente is but one of their straiegies. Unfortunateiy for

them, there are a few analysts in the CIA, the State De-
partment, the Pentagon, and even the universities who have
the patience to read such official Soviet ideological -state-
ments as Mr. V. N. Egorov's Peaceful Coexistence and the
Revolutionary Process, and.a few ordinary people in the
world outside who r-ad James Burnham and Brian Crozier,
and who are out of reach of this second prong. This fact
necessitates step two, diversion. :
Diversion is simply a matter of explomng the Amencans

almost masochistic propensity for self-criticism and the phe-
nomenon of social sensitivity known to .propagandists as
‘‘the conscience of the.affluent.” We love to find fault with

-ourselves, while being tolerant of our enemies. Witness, for

example, the atiention our media. gave to the Mylai mas-
sacres while they all but ignored the hundreds of worse
massacres .committed by the other side.-Or the television
coverage of the South Vietnamese flseing from the invading
North Vietnamese. The coverage played up not the inhu-,
manity of the North Vietnamese in causing such suffering. -
but the bad behavior of the fleeing Southerners. It is as if
in Hitler’s day the media had refrained from rentioning the
Nazis’ extermination of the Jews and had instead concen-’
trated on the way theJews jostled one another as they were
being led to the gas chambers.

Because of our “conscience of the affiuent,” the fact that
our country. has fewer faults than any Communist country
in no way protects us from damaging propaganda, nor does
the nonexistence of a specific favit disqualify.it as a sub-

A principle of sabotage, however, is
that the greater the thrust of the

‘target the less the force that is
required to make.it d‘e.fs.troy its_elf

ject. Or»ramzahons for “the protectxon of cxvxl rights” can
exist only in countries such as Britain and America Wherc
ciwil righs need little defending, while they are unheard ui
elsewhere. Organizations for “protecting -the people from ;
alien influences” abound in China and Russia where no
“alien infiuence™ would dare raise its head, and are not ::%-
lowed in Britain where alien influences, including Amen-
cans such as myself, are on the verge of taking the place
over. .

And if our crilics, in their agonies of conscience, wamt
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<ome gennine faults to harp on they can always read The
Greening of America, which points out such “zbuses of
power” as the right of airlines to provide their passengers
with copies of Business Week and not of The Nation and
the power of nurses in hospitals to wake up their charges
for early breakfasts. As Lenin pointed out, nothing is too
petiy to serve diversionary purposes. Remember that the
event that started the chain of events that brought the fall
of Germany in 1918 was a mutiny in the German fleet over -
a cut in the soap ration, and the Russian Revolution was
sparked by a dispute over whether Moscow typesetters were
entitled te payment for punctuation rnarks. ’ ;

Sedation, -even when combined with diversion, does not !

quite add up to what Lenin called “inocutlation,” the crea- :

. tion of a state. of mind ir your adversaries that lets you i

_ prepare-for their destruction right under their noses with-

" out their being -aware of it. Oplimum success is attained
when those adversaries see nothing but good in those who
would destroy them, and nothing but bad in those who call
attention to the dangers. A principle of sabotage, however—
any kind of sabotage, whether physical, moral, or intellec-
tual-—is that the greater the thrust of the target (as in the
case of a huge locomotive racing along the track at a
hundred miles per hour) the less the force that is required
to make .it destroy itself. According to Boris' Ponomarev
and other Soviet experts orr the Western scene who have
written learned papers on the “social demolition” they have
in mind for us, it is the very fact of our streagth, vitality,
and momentum which makes us an easy target for their
political jiu-jitsu. Thus, a degree. of success in inoculaticn
far short of the optimum will suffice. Qur: mere tolerance
of Communist instruments will .do, as will mere+ polite
skepticism toward those who oppose them—e.g, calling
occople like James Durnham,. Brian Crozier, and Eugene
Methvin cold warriors instead of fascists. It's even pref-
erable: the epithet “fascist” makes a target look merely evil
while “cold warrior” makes him look ridiculous.

. I'll save for a later article the. discussion of how CIA

" analysts see the Soviets achieving penetration and activa- |
tion, the final steps toward their ultimate objective, a “revo-
lutionary mass movement” in the United States. Hére, I
want to concentrate on how Lenin’s first two steps, sedation .
and diversion, are pushed to the point of achieving inocu-
lation. This brings us to the “franchise system,” which ¥
talked about in-my last article [“Is, There a2 CIA in Your
Future?” March 14} but which, judging by the mail that
piece provoked, requires further elaboration. '

y | .
THE FRANCHISE system, as I said, is a means devised by
the Sovicts’ new school of social demolitionists, who recog-
nized the absurdity of Stalin’s insistence that revolutionary
movements throughout the world could and should be con-
trolled from Moscow, and who recognized a need for a sys-
tem which took into account the realities of today——namely,
that resistance to authority and discipline is what a modern
“revolution” is all about. Under the franchise system, they
could make use not only of Communists but of “anti-anti-
Communists” and everybody else who is their “enemy’s
encmy.” By such a system, I said, they could achieve results
in the manner of Colonel Sanders' Kentucky Fried Chicken.
without the burdens of “control.” 1 thought what I said was
clear enough, but judging by the mail [ got maybe I should
have spelled it out. I do so now. '

In the franchise system, as it applies to the United States,
there are five layers: ’

1. Agents (“lcakers™) inside the U.S. Government who
expose official sccrets, not to the Soviets’ espionage organi-
?:zliun. the KGB, but to our own congressmen and journal-
131s who can be counted upon to reveal them to the public.

2. A combination of “front” organizations, non-Comnu-

nist and having no known commection with the Soviets,
which cultivates the feakers of secreis and protects them

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100370006-1

from trouble, and which systematically encourazzss the con-
gressmen and journalists‘to make the most effective use of
the information.

3. “Termites”: congeessmen and journalists, “anti-anti-
Communists” or whatever, who seek to discredit exactly
those institutions, organizations; and persons the Soviels,
for separate reasons, wish to discredit.

4. “Maggots™: ordinary jourmalists, writers, and other
influencers of public opinion who have no strong views one’
way or the other about the targets of the Soviets and the
termites, but who know a bandwagon when they see one.

Th% Soviets see “‘the kids’” as our
fashion setters; they and the parents .
who consciously or unconsciously court
and imitate them.are the avdience

5. “Subscribers”: ordinary people—sometimes, 1 regret

- to say, including you and m —who have found that life
goes more smoothly if they at least pay lip service to the

myths, idols, and demons which the franchise system eventu-
ally builds up, or who simply feel that they can’t spend their
lives writing letters-to-the-editor and making nuisances of
themselves by jumping up to say, “Hey, weit a minute!”
every time they hear someone advancing a notion which
damages the country.

How it all works is so simple that thoss who gamed it out
—and who subsequently got plenty of reliable information
to support their conclusions—wondered' why they hada’t
thought of it before. How can a small group of planaers

. sitting in Moscow, with only Jimited intellectual and organi-
| zational resources, bring about a well-coordinated and highly
. effective program of “decoraposition,” as the KGB's “Sec-

tion D™ calls it, in a country whose economic_and social

" advantages far exceed theirs, and do so through use of

resources which are far above the planners’ own efficiency
-and sophistication? The answer is in the relationships among
elements of the five levels of the franchise system. :
Let's start at the top, with the leakers. If you've read my E
book on the CIA, you may remember that I listed several
standard types of espionage agents as they are described in.
Agency classrooms. There is the “Emily —ths spy employed
in a target govemn\ent office who is spotted, indoctrinated, |

“ and recruited by a “principal” of a forcign intelligence ser-

vice using conventional methods; the “Mickey —the spy
who takes the initiative in offering his services to a foreign
intellizence service; the “Philby™—the long ierm spy, re- !
cruited in his youth, who may have taken years to work !
himseif into a prominent position within the tareed; the -
“Wiilie"—the spy who is actuoily. working for one ntelti-
gence service while he thinks he is working for another of
for no intelligence service at all but for some business fier
trying to gain the inside track on lucrative government con-
tracts or for some crusading congressmMan ar AEWSpaper

* columnist. Then, in my last picce, I described what we may

now call the “Philip”: the leaker who sympathizes with our
enemics and wishes to get information to them, but has
discovered that he can do so fegally-—d icidentaliy,

roiitabiy—by: writing it up in a book which our enemies,

N v A o -

, @ong with thousaads of other people, can buy in auny hook-
[ T i : . : . :

| store. Thz agents and quasi-agents on the top tung of the

franchise "ladder are either “Philips® or “Willigs" or 2

_ combination of the two, or not quite either. Jn that ¢,
their function is much broader than any other type of agent.

The “Wijiie,” remember, Tiay be working for the KRGS
while he thinks he is working for some less anti-Amierican
orzanization, say the CIA itself. The “Willie” of the fran-

L e

chise systern may koowingly or unknowingly be waorking for .

is workiag for the CIA, as was the case of at least ane ol
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those “former undercover CIA agents” who fumished New

York Times reporter Seymour Hzrsh-information-——or “dis-
informztion™—on the CIA's alleged “domestic break-ins
and wirs-tappings while nonitoring radicals in New York
City” [New York Timnes, January 19). Needless to say, there
are booa fide employees of the CIA znd other U.S. Govern-
ment agencies who aren’t any kind of agsnt, and who-have
simply been caught up in the latest fashion. Those of the.
Soviets” franchise system are easily distinguished from these,
howevar, because the franchise member’s information in-
variably takes the form of pieces of jigsaw puzzles which,
when put together, form completed pictures of the sort the
KG3's decompositionists seek to get across. Given the jour-
nalist's natural preference for stories that “‘add up,” it is not
- rermarkable that leads and information Jeaked to them-as the
result of KGB inspiration are the ones they most eagerly
seize upon. . . - L. :

What is remarkable is the exient to which the termites
who szize upon the stories have been inoculated: they refuse
to lisien to dissenting information, or to any suggestion that
they've teen taken in, and they attack anyone who dares
to dispuie them. (Look at the trouble I've had, for example,
for disproving the story about Henry Kissinger's making

. that statement, “If the Chileans are so irresponsible as to
elect 2 Communist . . .7) ‘It is the pew, post-Stalin type of
front orgzanization that has made this possible.

.For years, the:- Bf in our own couniry znd the CLA
abroad directed their efforts toward sniffing out Communist-

controlled front organizations, while they .should have re- |

membered that Lenin had advised his foilowers to concen- .

trate on “mass organizations built around specific issues”

which were azlready in cxistence. To paraphrase Fugens '

LTS fo b LV er? fa %3 A - . .
SCUIVIE \WGGSE O0OR ae ol Mdakers, ingident

indispensable reading for anyone seeking

a

detailed, yet

compulsively readable, account of the Soviets’ decomposition

tactics in the U.S.), agents whose connection with the Com-

munists is completely secret first locate themseives in pri- .-

mary schools (and their Parent-Teacher Associations), the
media, churches, labor unions, and charitable organizatioas,
and then stimulate them to action in aid of causes which
are not identifiable as uaiquely Communist but are “protest”

- issues which any public-spirited citizen can get behind. The )

» issues of civil liberties and peace are ideal because they

present no real problems, and allow complete range to the :
i decompositionists to fabricate ones which suit their purposeés.

: Bugene Methvin exposed numeroufs cases where Cornmunist
agents among rioters used “guerrilla theater” techniquss to
fake photogenic instances of “police brutality”; the FBI and

, the CIA have similarly uncovered dozens of cases where

Communist..agents faked cases cf “invasion of privacy” or

“repression of freedom of spesch™ in order to.provoke out-

raged reactions from civil liberties organizations. Once the

reactions are-under way, they are left to the well-intentioned P

but naive non-Communists in the organizations. The Com-.,

munists themselves step back into the shadows.

\ .

\7 ITHOUT the majority of their members realizing it, the !
function of the fromt organizations is to provide a link .
tying the leakers to the termites, while at the seme time .

serving as a Jead wall separating the Soviets from the fran-
ChvlSC system. They serve the leazkers by giving themn such
‘legal assistancé as they. may require to protect them from

tharges of espionage by government agencies which haven't |

yet learned the futility; of such charges, and by providing
whatevér publicity, lobbying, and behind-the-scenes infu-

ence they moy require to hold oato their jobs, to find new
ones, or merely to enjoy the delights of martvrdom. They '

encourage the termites by giving them inside tracks on the
news stories they generate, by publicly idolizing them, and
by otherwise appealing to their vanity. Vanity, when you get
right down to it, is what the termites are all about.
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Lenin's main category of termites was what he called
“useful . idiots™—compulsive - anti-authority . liberals, non-
descript leftist - extremists who call. themselves Marxists
without ever having read Marx, and other ~varieties of
individuals and groups who are against the eXisting order
simply because it is the existing order. They-were usefv] ia
Lenin's day because they were immediately available; they
are useful today for the same veason, and because they fit
nicely into various facijlities of marginal value such as the
underground press. For those franchise purposes which con-
cern the CIA. however, the Soviets use “inteilectuals”—a
word that has no meaning except when enclosed in quotes,

.and that denotes all persons in professions where there is

freedom to -point out the problems of society and to pra-
scribe solutions for them but no accountability for results.
A’ doctor may be cheered for andouncing, "I am against
disease in all its forms!” or for advocating a public heakhn

_program, but he can’t make a career that way. His success

rests on whether or not he cures sickness—just as a lawyer's
rests on the cases he wins, an engineer’s on how well the

bridges he builds stand up, and an aircraft designer's on how .

well his airplanes fly.

Contrast these professions with journalism, education, the

church, and the arts. “Intellectuals” actually thrive on poini-

ing out insoiuble prcblems, and nobody holds against them .
even their most lunatic solutions since they never get tested
and are therefore never proven wrong. Moreover, uniike |
doctors, engineers, and others in practical pursuits, they i
know how to state their arguments clearly and convincingly. ;

I'm afraid I've sneaked in my own private explanation of .
why it is that the problem solvers of a society move to the
right politically while the problem finders move to the left, ,

and why the problem finders who can’t command high pav

(the “ignorant intellectuals,” we residents of Britain call |
them) wind up teaching Marxism in schools, while the ones |
who can, wind up writing newspaper columns and presiding .
over TV talk shows. I return to the Soviets, though, to poist |
out that they apply this reasoning to “the kids’-——who arz, :

let us not forget, ke prime target of the KGB's efforis at

" decomposition. And why? Well, they’re useful for draft card

" burning exercises when there are major military confronta-

- value. The Soviets see “the kids” as our fashion setters; they

tions, and .for demonstrating us into weakened positions

when there are minor ones, but these are not their only !

and the parents who consciously or unconsciously court and -

imitate them are the audience. Moreover, being long on
perspicacity and short on practical experiencs, “the kids”
are an ideal audience for the kind of people who becoms
termites. They are utcpians who can be counted on to
applaud exactly the utopian views that termites went into
politics and the media-to express.

.

THE “maggot” is a journalist—or a politician, film pro- '

ducer, or whatever, but usually a journalist—who does not
have any utopian notions, but who shares the termite’s need

" for applause. Or, if it's not a need for applause motivated
* by vanity, it’s at least a practical realization that he must

please his readers and his editors if he is to hold onto his job.
As good an example as 1 can think of is a British tele-
vision crew I rar into in South Africa. Mind you, I hold no

.brief for the Afrikaaners and their apartheid, but I must

B e LT

say that when I was in South Africa, equipped. with some.

thirty years of investigative experience, I was unable to.find

any of the horrors that the crew featured in. the film it',
made—little boys scavenging in garbage cans,-women carry-.:
. ing back-breaking loads, both men and women clawing at

the outside world through barbed wire. I asked one of the |

crew how ke had managed to find such scenes to photo-
graph, and he explained that he had put coins in the garbage

cans, paid the wonien to load themselves <down with sacks

stutfed with old newspapers, and posed the men and women
oufside the barbed wire enclosure (he couldn’t induce them

‘20
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to go in), while the camera crew crawled into the enclosure
1 take photographs of the curious natives who.were drawn
to pecp through’the fences to see what such a weirdly
dressed lot of white folks might be up to. Why? Because
the producer of the film hated Afrikaaners and wanted to
show them as being worse than they really were? Not a bit
of it. He liked them. All he wanted was a good man-bites-
dog film which fitted the mood of the viewing public. Were °
he to send his London headquartzts a film showing “South |
Airica Good,” as he put it, his equally nonpolitical, non-

utopian boss would think he had lost his mind and wouldn't |
show the film. So, South Africa Bad. And Bad it will remain, |
whatever the Afrikaaners do about their apartheid, so leng
as ihat's what the maggots have to report to stay in business. '

the game. Anyone who argues iaside a maggot-oriented
framework can rely on assumptions, Anyone who chal-
lenges the framework must start from scratch, and has an
uphill job ail the way. “In view of the CIA’s involvement in
Watergate,” asks a member of a student audience I talked
10 a few months ago, “don’t you think that the U.S. Govern-
ment should . . . ?” and so on and so on. If I start my

Folks think the government would be
negligent in its duty if it didn’t
i have somébody keep an eye on ibe

 likes of Wirs. Abzug

reply by siaying, “Now, wait a minute, it happens that the
CIA was not involved in Watergate,” the audiznce breaks
into raucous laughter, and beforc T can even appioach tus
question jtself I've got the tiresome, thankless job of neutral-
izing a premise which is so thoroughly acceptad that, for all
practical purposes, it's a matter of whai lawyers call “judi-
cial notice.” My inclinution is to say to heli with it, then
answer the question with as few words as possible, and
resolve not to talk to any more college audiences.

This brings me to the “subscriber.” 1 want you to g0
back' and read the second sentence of the paragraph just
ahead of the one above, the sentence which begins, “Mind

That's what 1 mean by subscribing. I opened my sentence in :
that way so as to establish the fact that I'm not just some ¢
racist who is biased in-favor of the Afrikaaners, to obviate !
the necessity of getting sidetracked into a lengthy discourse ;
on a subject which has nothing to do with the point I'm :
trying to make, and to present that point as having com: |
from someone who is objective. Simple declarative state- |
ments are subject to refutation, or to the suggestion of bias
on the part of those who make them, but assumptions tend
to slip past our critical filters. '
We're all, I'm afraid, to some degree “subscribers.” This
being the case, and considering the subscription rates, the
emotional and “intellectual” cnvironment of the United .
| States is already- one which favors the enemy’s objectives
more than- our own. : :
You will not be surprised to learn that manY people our’
in Langley believe that their Dirscror, Willinrn Colpy, has:
vedn doing too much “subscribing” of late—especiully whea |
he put on that obsequious performance (assuming News-
week’s description of it was coirect) before the OnONMEe-,
poctic Mrs. Abzus, Maay of them come from parts cof’
Middle America where folks think the government would be
negligent in its duty if it didn’t have worrebody keep an eve
on the likes of Mrs. Abzug, and couldn’t care less if its the
FBI, the CIA, or the Fish and Wildlife Division of the,
Dazpartment of the Interior. My persenal view, shared by
Peopic at the Age
NS subject, is that all that is owed to Mrs. Abzug Ly the
director of an agency which keeps files on you, me

) Elvis
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Once the Soviets have “maggots™ in the act, they've won * .

you, I hold no brief for the Afrikaaners and their apartheid.” ,

ncy with whom I've munaged to discuss -

ernor \Vallncc,;:'-.nd all but two or three members of Vice
President Rockefeller's blue ribbon commission including
~ir. Rockieller himself, is ¢ shrug of the shoulders and a
remurk to the efiect that she's in good corapany. As one of
my Agency friends said, “If we don't keep files on peopie
who take it upon themselves to make contact with North
Vietnamiese officials, then whom do we keep files on?” )
I don’t know Bill Colby (and neither, remarkably, do a”
lot of fairly high-ranking Agency members), so I—we—
may be doing him an injustice. All the same, I would be ;
happier werc he to stand up to his critics 2nd instead of |
“admitting” that the Agency has done this or that, simply §
say that it has, and explain why. Is it necessary that he
apologize for training Tibetans to stand up to the Chinese
Communists who are occupying their country? Or for the
CIA’s having given advice to local police forces that have |
problems of terrorism—for the reason that “it is exceeding
its charter”? (The story that he “admitted” that the Agency
-had “furnished ' information to the White House” and
promised not to do it again is no doubt apocryphal, but the
fact that it is circulating among Agency personnel is an
indication of prevalent feelings.) What is needed is not a
I series of articles in NR, but a once-and-for-all, shoot-the-
works official paper on the present state of security in our
country, what caused it to be in that state, and what has

to be donz to build up its strengths and to remedy its weak-

» nesses—including whatever legislation it takes to shut up the
" leaKers. . . : ' :
But that leaves the termites and the maggots, and ne:i-:
ther 1 nor anyone I know who agrees with the sentiments I |
express here believes that anything shouid be done about |
| them, certainly not censorship of the press, not even the

i mild kind they have in Britain. T don’t even ohject ta their |

refusal to substantiate their stories or 1o reveal their sources {
{—s0 long, that is, as they allow their country’s secret intel- |
ligence ngency the sume privileges, and don't recoil in horror
cvery time a CIA Director “withholds information.” We
can cnly rely on the probability that somewhere along the
line our friends in the media will get wise to themselves.
Let’s face it, our press has been corrupted. It is axiomatic
that in the course of winning a bloody struggle the victor
unconsciously absorbs some of the worst characteristics of
the vanquished, even those he so deplored zs to be drawn
into the struggle in the first place. We've seen this hupgen
to our armies in all our wars, from the -American Revolu-
tion to Vietnam..I submit that the campaign agaiost the
Nixon Administration over Watergate has, in the end,
caused much of the press to adopt the very attitudes and
practices .that the crusade was to expose, and that “at this
point in time” those reporters who are conducting the witch-
hunt against the CIA have more in common with Gordon
Liddy than they have with Woodward and Bernstein.

> ¥ S
BUT THAT'S not all. Some of those reporters have by now .
become committed termites: to an extent they could not’
possibly realize, they have become so thoroughly committed

to an assault on our institutions, and on those of us who

dare to defend them, that they continue to hawk stories that

suit their purposes, 2nd to persist in defending them, long

after they've been disproved—such as, for example, the"
story about Kissinger's alleged remark about tha “irrespon-

sible Chileans,” which even the most naive reportsr on a
high school paper should have recognized as absucd in the .
first place. You can rest assured that even should the con- !
gfessicnal commitices find the Agency 99 per cent perfeci—
the termites will blow up that remaining 1 per cent so big

as to prove they were right about the Agency all along, and

make headlines about its “admitting” that 1 per ceat rathar
than about its proving the 99 per cent. Look at the way the

New York Times handled the Rockefelier Comumission re-

port, as a case in ¢

: oint. Jt had anp ’igiﬂ-column two-inch
:@M\eRﬁE’ﬂhQOﬁ@ QQQOQE?ZP%Q& CIa PANEL FINDS
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‘PLAINLY UNLAWFUL' ACTS/ THAT IMPPOPERLY INVADED
AMERICAN RIGHTS; and the fitst paragrapl: read: “Ths Cen-

" tra} Intelligence Agency has conducted a vast network of

" unlawful or uncontrolled domestic operations that resulied
in the creation of files on 300,000 individuais.and organiza-
-tions, mail openings, Wwiretappings, room bugging, bur-
glaries, extensive ‘monitoring” of overseas telephone calls,
cecret drug testing, and infiltration of American political
groups, according to .the report of the Rockefeller Com-
mission released today.” The only thing that wasn’t in that
opening paragraph (and was~only paraphrased in the first

the Commission that the great majority of CIA’s domestic
activities. comply with its statutory authority.” To protect
themselves {“to protect themselves from themselves,” as my
favorite Jesuit puts it) the termites have invented a morality
which allows them to-pull any dirty trick in the book 2s
they take out after defenders of the institution, yet rerain
the illusion that they are acting on a basis of high morat
principles.

What can be done about the subscribers? Agein, nothiaz..
We live in a country where everybody subscribes to what-;

cver he likes. But the American people are far from stupid.;

pags,

which was: “A detailed analysis

" Thursday, Tuly 3,1975

incidentally) was the finding of the ,Commission,

of the facts has convinced

THE WASHIN GTOI\ POSI

TA N N@ws

By Bernard D. Nossiter

Washington Post Foreign Service

LONDON — The Central In-
telligence Agency secrefly cre-
ated a news service here, Forum
World Features, to supply po-
litical and other articles to
newspapers around the world,
according to knowledgable of-

fieinls,
“The agencey quietly scd;
!

down the nine-year-old opera-|
tion in April for at least t\x0|
reasons, these officials said.|
First, they said, the CIA is;
withdrawing from covert prop-
aganda activities of this kind.
Second the agency is said to
have feared that Philip Agee

r 'some other dissident ex-
CIA. officer would blow Forum
World Features’ cover.

‘When it began selling arti-
cles in 1966, the service’s
owner of record, according to
the.” officials, was John Hay
Whitney, former U.S. ambassa-
dor to Britain and chairman of
the international Herald Trib-
une. Early in .1973, Whitney
was replaced by Richard Mel-
lon Scaife, who has held a va-
riety of posts with the huge
Mellon interests 'in oil and
banking.

[in New York, Whitney’s
said he had “no comment on|
the; subject” of CIA 1nvolve—]
ment in the news operation. Al
three-day effort to reach|
Scaife for comment was un-
successful.}

Editors in London who
bought articles from Forum:
World Featurés say that the
service was highly profes-i
sional. Its 'day-to-day cz‘era'

1
(i}

- Mor

seem to be pr opagandd thus
holstering the service’s cre(h-
bility. The editors said ' that
plopaganda was apparent in
articles dealing with Vietnam,
where the service gave strong
support to the official Ameri-
can position.

Lan Wrmht fmeim editor
of Thc \Juauuan, Tecaled thal
one slanted story from Forum
World Features did slip into
the paper in the 1960s. It re-
pmted that Somalia had re-
iceived 150 - Mig-17 fighter
bombers from the Soviet
Union. Wright, who was not
foreign editor at the time, said
that a few weeks later the
newspaper set the record
straight with an account of
Somalias 12 Migs.

The disclosure of Forum
World Features’ CIA paren-
tage was first made in Time
Out, a weekly that blends left-
wing political commentary
with an entertainment guide.
The link has now been con-
firmed by knnwleddeaole offi-
cials.

Time. Qut also pubhshed
what it now says was a copy of
an internal CIA memorandum
discussing the news service.
Intelligence sources herc have
said that the text sound:. au-
thentic.

The memo is addressed to
“DCI,” probably former Direc-
of Central Intelligence
Richad! Helms, and appeavs
frem internal evidence, to

have been writfen in 1968, Ast

printed in Time .Out, it savs:
“Forum World Features Ltd.

tions were supervised . H{FWF) is an international
Brian Crozier,- a well ]\xwwntnc“s feature service localed]
British wurcr of right-wing:in London and incorporated in
views, Crozier has denied that{ Delaware whose overt aim is
the news agency kad any link|ty provide on a commercial
with the CIA. !basla a comprehensive weekly

Crozier’s clients 3 iuternational

recadl only

-@mt ce %@ﬁ@ﬁ@d

(rare attempts at what would

affairs, economms science and
medicine, book reviews and
other subjects of a general na-
ture. In its first two years,
FWE has provided the United
States - with a  significant!;
means to counter Communist
prop (sic) and has become a
respected {eature service well
on -the way to a position of
prestige in the journalism
world, Begun as a ecommercial
entity in January, 1966, FWF
was created from the residue
of Forum Service an activity
of the Cong. for Cultural Free-
dom (CCE) from which CIA
withdrew its support in 1966.”

Beneath the unsigned memo
is written, in hand: “Run W.
knowledge and cooperatxon of
British intelligence.”

The handwritten line re-
flects the ground rules under
which CIA operates here. Offi-
cials say that the agency,
which has a substantial staff
at the .,embassy in London,
largely performs a liaison
function, sharing information
with its British counterparts.
Forum World Features was a
special case, and in accord
with the convention, could op-
erate only with the blessing
and knowledge of the British
intelligence services.

and théir eullibility has its limits.

=

for Cultulal Freedom,
succeeded in 1966.

He said that it was po<51b1e
that some of the free-lance
journalists from’ whom he
brought articles were in thel
pay-of the CIA. When asked
whether he knew there. was
CIA money or support for the
service itsclf, hie replicd:

“Not to my knowledge.” He
then hung up.

Crozier also msisted that he
had.left Forum World Fea-
tures in June 1974. However,
documents here that were
filed with the Department of
Trade when the service closed
down on April 29 list Crozier
‘as the “person running the
business.” .

His deputy, Ian Hamilton,
also described the CIA link as
“a whole fabrication of rub-
bish.” Hamilton says that
Scaife wound down the serv-
ice because it was runnmg at
a loss.

Like Crozier, Hamxlton sug
gested that he may have been
duped by what hé called “paid
hacks” working for the CIA,

Undoubtedly, many of the
free-lancers —'and perhaps
some of the editors—did not

and

|

Editor Crozier indignantly!
denied in telephone inteﬁ
view that the news ageney had
any link with the CIA. He'
readily acknowledged that it!
was an ofishool of u CIA give
away news service, but ino
sisted that he had broken the:
tie to the. agency. i
! Crozicr said he beeame dx-’
jrector of Forum World Fea-i
‘uuox in 1965 when he was told!
!that Whitney had bou"m it. |
The:ealtr, ho sawd, he strug
gled to break the remaining
tinks to the bIAb Congress i {

-~
a

ilancer living in Britain

ihast would not’ like that by-!

know about the CIA spansnr-
ship. '
In fact, Forum World Fea-
tures was very careful dbout
the writers from whom it tock
copy. One American free-,
sold’
several articles to the agenc :
but then was told it coula buy!
no morc “You have a Jewish
name,” an editor
“and our clients in the Middle

explained,

!line.”

A riew homd Yias trn found)
by both editors: the lmmute'
for mc Study of Conflict. g
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By Bernard D. Nossiter
Washington Post Foreign Service

LONDON, June 25-As far
back as 25 years ago, the Cen-
trai Intelligence Agency was
secretly subsidizing private
political organizaticns promot-

- ing European unity, according
to a doctoral thesis written by
the son of the secretary gen-
eral of the European Move-
ment, one of the groups said
to have received funds.

According to the disserta-
tion, written in 1662, the CIA,
using a group of distinguished
Americans and its own lead-
€rs as a cover, was pumping
into the European Movement
and its affiliates, ,

From 1047 until 1953, the
European Movement and its
offshoots are sajd’ to have
spent an estimated $2.8 mil
lion. Of this, the thesis ‘says
about $1 million came from se-
cret U.S. funds and another
$170,000 from American busi-
ness firms. The Washington
contribution was put at 38 per
cent of the total. ’

Tt hae hane Tew.

S RS BTCn Mnowhn Tor Stune |
years that the CIA secretly fi-
nanced political and propa-
ganda activities in Europe,
such -as Radio Free Europe,
which broadcasts to Commu-
nist nations; youth and labor
organizations, and even some
publications, among them the
British magazine Encounter,
The European Movement,
however, has not been men-
tioned among these.

A -detailed . account of the
relationship is. given in a 1962
doctoral thesis written at St.
Antony’s College, Oxford, by
Francois Xavier Rebattet. He
was in a unique position to
search the records and inter-
»v.iew those involved .because
his father, Georges, was dep-
uty secretary general and la-

THE WASHINGTON FOST

called, had fought in the war-
time resistance and had met
Allen Dulles, then- in the Of-
fice of Strategic Services
(OSS) and later CIA director.
Rebattet said it then seemed
natural to work with Dulles
after the war. .

Rebattet said that the Amer-
icans had not pressed any pol-
icy or program on the Europe-
ans that the Europeans them-
selves rejected. “We were not
under pressure from the
American committee,” he said.

He recalled that, in private
talks, the Americans had
urged the formation of a Euro-
pean  Defense Community
(EDC), a project to overcome
French fears of a rearmed
Germnany by creating a West-
ern European army. But here,
too, according to Rebattet, the
Americans acted with discre-
tion. The project was ulti-
mately defeated by the French
Assembly.

The younger Rebattet’s the-

sis underscores the heavy CIA |

influence ‘n the American
Committee cn United Europe,
ihe body thai transmitted the
funds dcross the Atlantic, Its
chairman was William J. Do-
novan, the wartime boss of
0SS, the CIA’s predecessor.
Allen  Dulles was vice
chairman; Thomas Braden, a
CIA official and now a colum-
nist, was executive director,
and Charles M. Spofford, a
New York lawyer identified in
the thesis as a CIA man, was a
director.

[Braden, reached for com-
ment in Washington, said his

itenure with the committee

was before he became a CIA
officer and, as far as he knew,
the funds raised in the United
States were genuinely private
contributions, not money from
the CIA.

[“So far as I know, there

ter secretary general of the
European Movement, :

Rebattet’'s  thesis, “The
‘European = Movement' 1945
1953: A Study in National and

. International Non-Governmen-
tal Organization Working for
Luropean Unity,” was first.
brought to public attention by ;
Time Out a lively London"
weekly. ;

'Intervx’ewed by telephone at
his  Paris apartment today, .
Georges Rebattet emphasized |

+that the bulk of the CIA:
money went {o finance tie Ku. "
ropean Movement's youth arm
and not his Headquarters. He
estimated the,U.S. subsidy to
idy own secretarint at no more
than §10,000 to £20,000 a vear, |

“We kncw there were pec-!
ple of the CIA™ on the Ameris)
tan - comunittee transmitting.
funis, he said, “hut we were
niet 80 very interesied.”

Alany  of the can

Euro
Movement  leagers, Aﬂl?rﬂ,ye

was no Cl1A money in it,” Bra-
WASHINGTON POST
3 July 1975

I

Unity Gr

den said. “What happened af-
ter Ileft, I don't know.”}

Another director was Gen.
Walter Bedell Smith, head of
the CIA from 1950 to 1953
when the U.S. funds began
flowing in quantity to the pri-
vate . European pressure
groups. o

Prominent members of the
American committee included
David Dubinsky of the Ladies
Garment Workers Union; Ar-
thur Goldberg, then general
counsel of the CIO; Conrad
Hilton, the hotel tycoon, and
Lucius <Clay, former com-
mander of U.S. forces in Ger-
many. It was an elite group,
dominated by corporation ex-
ecutives and bankers, and lim-
ited to 600 members.

Rebattet  describes = the
money channelled through the
committee to Europe as “State
Department secret funds.”

Rebattet does not disclose
which members of the Euro-
pean Movement knew that
|secret U.S. funds were help-
ing finance their activities.
His father thinks that the
movement's first  chaitman,
Duncan Sandys, was aware of
Washington’s aid. Sandys, the
sowin-law of Winston Church-

{in a Conservative government.
' The thesis indicates that
Paul-Henri Spaak, the second
chairman, clearly knew. He in-
sisted, however, that the U.S.
funds pay only - for special
projects so-that the movement
would be protected from being
labeled as-an American tool.
Spaak later became Belgium’s
prime minister. '
Donovan, the American
chairman is pictured as being
remarkably blunt about the
committee’s aims, if not its
methods. He is said to have in-
sisted that Germany must be
rearmed, something its neigh-
bors would accept only if Eu-

e .

i
arnr g

¢ -,

.Other Voices . .
;I‘hc‘ C:TA’Uudér F -

" There are two main

averted. One is ‘that the agency can
be missed by an unscrupulous ad:, |,
ministration. The other is that it can’
get out of anyone’s control . ... Both"
these things have happened. ... i
—The Times, London (independenﬂ;‘f

That CIA members

cussing. the assassination of politicads
leaders of countries with which the

U.S. was not even at
deronstration of poli

not power. .- . An autonomous CIA.
Release 2001/08/08 : CIARDP77-00432R000100370006-1
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i 2 Only
dungers to he Oniy a

3 history.
e have

have been diss.

B

war .., is a., the prot

tical weakness,,

ill, was to become a minister:

. is unthinkable.

ances need to be applied to intelligs
ence operations
workings of government.
—The Guardian, Manchester (liborab).

nothing
Salvation Army. . ; . .
" ——Bonner . tuhdschau, Ronn.,

EY

West. . . . : .
smiles and handshakes, intelligenee.

.
ing |
E‘i%

rope was unified politically.:
Donovan's position was said to !
be that Europe must be united
and strengthened to resist
communism. : .

The Rebattet thesis makes]
clear that the biggest outlay
of secret U.S. funds went to fi-
nance the European Youth
Campaign. Between 1951 and
1859, this outfit got $3.8 mil-
lion in hidden subsidies.

- Rebattet said this group was
heavily supported because
John J. McCloy, then the U.S.
high commissioner in Ger-
many, was impressed by a
1851 Communist youth rally
that drew 2 million to East
Berlin. McCloy wanted the
west to match it, but the Euro-
peans successfully resisted
staging what was said to be
such a crude propaganda ex-
ercise, - .

They got their money any-
way, and Rebattet gives this
breakdown of activities that
the funds financed in 1952:
1,883 study sessions or
congresses; 90 film showings;:
1,7#3,14% Drochures in  10°
languages; 21 exhibitions; and’
printing of 2,765,650
periodiecals. - '

Rebattet says the American
| committee pushed its scheme'
for a European army through
an action committee for the |
supranational European Com-
I munity. He reperts that it got
jall its money from the United
1 States, but only part from gov-
ernment funds. In a six-month
period ending on May 31,!
1953, the action committee
took in $77,000.

As for Rebattet, Francois
Xavier is now 38 and a free-
lance interpreter. He received
his doctorate for the thesis.
His father, Georges, now 67, is
a consultant to a private wel-
fare agency aiding immigrant
workers in France.

.. . Checks and bal--

as tc other
T

few of the 30.000 C14 people!,

are atfected by the charges whi!e;‘
there are 400.000 secret Sovictiagents
who have left their bloody traces og -~

serviees ..
with the
SN

Intelligence
in - common

{conservativel;

"The CIA is an essential weapon

ection of the U.S. and the;
While statesmen exchandé
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services wage a silent war.”. . [\The "
st powerfu!l and least serupttiond”
secrel police of all time, the Soviet
KGB. is immune ifrom criticism by

its government.

—Tagesspiel, West Bei'i‘i_g
L (indepeudent),,’

- —=Politiken,

A tough fight lies aheag if U.S7- e

TheWashingtonStar

Wednesdoy, June 25, 1975

By Norman Kempster
Washington Star Staff Writer

CIA Director William '

Colby revealed today a CIA
agent participated in a con-
gressional campaign with-
‘out the knowledge of the
candidate and filed reports
on campaign- activities to
the CIA’s ‘‘Operation
Chaos"” campaign against
domestic anti-war groups.
In testimony to a House
subcommittee Colby con-
ceded the activity was not
proper and he pledged, “it
wili not occur again.”
Colby refused to identify

the congressional candidate |
or the agent. But he said

e B8 i and 75 members of Con-
i gress. He said that if any

" the candidate did not realize

that tha agent workad fon

by wed for

REP. JOHN CONYERS,
D-Mich., asked Colby if he
was aware of an agent
being placed in a congres-
siorial campaign.

“Not placed,” Colby re-
sponded. “l am aware of a
CIA agent, visiting Ameri-
ca from abroad, who was

invited by a candidate to |
accompany him for a few !
days. The candidate did not '
know that he was a CIA ©

agent.”

Conyers asked if the .

candidate won or lost..

< “I think he lost,” Colby

said.

“That follows,” Conyers’

said with a touch of sar-
casm.

*“The CIA had nothing to

do with him losing,” Colby

said.

Colby said he could not :

identify the candidate be-
€ause o do so might reveal

the identity of the agent, -

&'f\g is still working for the
A overseac.,

“T TAKE A strong posi-
rotecting the iden. -
1A agents,” Colby -

itsn on
iy of &
“ag 3\ ing’
2:_;,4. MWe are having' a
e{r}i time just now.”

ny S responded,
& Birong position on
A jzeipmg people win
L lonaressional elee-
o

S e

TR Re more,”

oy -

don't know jf -
mare (cases of -

In response to a question
from' Rep. Bella Abzug, D-
N.Y., chairman of the

House Government Opera-

tions Committee’s subcom-
mittee on government
information and individual
rights, Colby confirmed
that the agent filed reports
to Operation Chaos.

“Is that proper?” Abzug

asked. .
. “No,” Colby said. 1
have corrected the errors of
the past. It ‘will not occur
again.” . .

COLBY ALSO $aid the
CIA has files on between 70

member asks for informa-

" tion from his file the agency
He said .

will provide it.
about 30 lawmakers have
filed such requests.

~The hearing was fre-
quently acrimonious. Colby
insisted that further inves-
tigations could damage the
nation’s intelligence system
while Democrats .on the
committee accused the
director of failing to pro-
vide adequate information

to permit the Congress to

supervise the CIA.
“The United States has

developed the best intelli- -
the ©

gence. service in
world,” Colby said. “We
must not destroy it through

" sensational or irresponsible

exposure.”

Colby and Abzug clashed
sharply, with accusing the
CIA of sharing its files and
informationt with other gov-
ernment agencies ‘‘much
like back-fence gossip.”

The purpose of the hear-
ings is to determine if the
CIA should continue 0

© enjoy an exemption from

the Privacy Act of 1974,

IN HIS OPENING state-
ment Colby said Congress -
shovld limit its prying into

agency secrets. :

“Tf American intel]igence" e

is to continue to be effec-

tive, there must be limits to -

public exposure of its ac-
tivities,”
said.
But Abzug said
arguments are an aitempt

by the CIA “io blind the

1975, Atlas World Press Review .o}

the CIA dirccior |

such .

Iédders really intend to clear out’,‘ih’é‘"
jungle gzrowth of the CIA. But
this is what must be done it 'US,
relatjons with the rest of the world"
“are to he healthy. o o

. . ./Bute

L oag
Copenhagen (liberal).

Congress and the American

people to the fact that no .-
- agency like the CIA can .

function - properly if it is
going to violate every sin-
gle law of the country.”

She then cited examples
from the Rockefeller
Commission report of CIA
mail openings, attempts to
disrupt dissident groups
and other violations of tlge
agency’s charter.

Even before Colby was
permitted to read his open-
Ing statement he and the
chairman engaged in a
heated exchange.

Abzug asked why Richard
Ober, operational head of
Operation Chaos, Lud not
come as a witness. “I wiil
speak for
Colby replied.

“IS THERE any reason
why he is not here this
morning?"’ Abzug snapped.

“I did not ask him to
come,”” Colby replied
‘blandly. ..

“Are you aware that the
committee wanted him to
come?” Abzug asked.

“I have been so inform-
ed,” Colby replied.

Meanwhile, House Demo-
. cratic leaders are urging the
antagonists in the battle
that has immobilized the
House CIA committee to
paper over their differences
soon so that the long-stalled
irz‘vestigation can get start-
ed. :

House Speaker Carl Al-
.bert, Democratic Floor
Leader Thomas P. O’Neill
and Caucus Chairman Phil-

lip Burton have made it

the agency,” .

plain that they want a set-
tlement that will not invite
charges of cover-up: -
Rep. Michael Harrington,
D-Mass., whose harsh

‘criticism of Committee
Chairman Lucien Nedzi -

contributed to the impasse,
said Albert, O'Neill and
Burton yesterday urged
him to get together with
Nedzi in the hopes of reach-
ing an accommodation.

But a spokesman for

‘Nedzi,- D-Mich., said the

chairman was not interest-
ed in a “patch-up” agree-
ment that would restore a
situation which Nedzi had

earlier found “intolerable.” -

THE HOUSE investiga-

tion Droke dowi into inter-
nal strife earlier this month
when a majority of the
committee’s Democrats de-

-manded that Nedzi quit as

chairman because the
Michigan Demecrat had
been briefed on -CIA mis-
deeds and had not informed
other members of the
panel.

In response to the attacks ~

on him, Nedzi submitted his

resignation as chairman,’

saying the situation had be-
come “intolerable.”” How-
ever, the House refused to
accept the resignation, an
action which Nedzi consid-
ers a vote of confidence in
him and a vote of no confi-
dence in the dissidents.
Harrington said Albert,
O’Neill and Burton
emphasized to him that they
want a solution as soon as
possible, preferably before
the House begins its July
4th holiday on Friday.

LONDON TIMES o
23 June 1975

slavia

| KGBorClA? - -

" From Princess Llizabeth of Yugo- .

i Sir, Of the two major powers, | .

wonder which

side sports the

i greater puimber of secret agents?

Is it mere Soviet discretion, or -

are we so

intimidated

by * Big

Brother ” that the activities ot the

RGB  always

'30

seem to be
shadowed by thosc of the CIA ?
Yours [aithfully,
ELIZABETH BALFOUR,
213 Kings Road, SW3.

over-
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Drug Swspéf ct §pwd

The Central Intelligence
Agency admitted -yesterday
that a suspected member of a
multimillion-doliar opium ring
had spied for the agency in
Thailand.

But the CIA denied in a let-
ter that Puttaporn Khram-
khruan, 30, a Burmese, had
been omcrpd to do anydunv
illegal.

Drug charges against
Khramkhruan and a U.S.
Peace Corps volunteer in
Thailand, Bruce Hoeft, were
dropped mysteriously last
year by federal prosecutors.

Four others have pleaded
guilty to smuggling charges
and the government is secking
two fugitives in the case, in-
volving §2.5 million worth of
opium senzed in Chicago in
1973.

Acting CIA Director Carl
Ducket tolde Sen. Charles H.
Perey (R-IIL) in a letter that
Khramkhruan was hired in
1972 to repo't on drug activi-

tios

But he said the CIA refused
to provide witnesses or rec-
ords lest its drug intelligence
operations in Thailand be un-
covered. Percy had asked if
charges against the two were
dropped because the agency
failed to cooperate with the
prosecutors.

Khramkhruan was arrested
_in 1973 while studying at Syra-
cuse University in New York
State under a program spon-
sored by the Agency for Inter-
national Development.

He was reported to have re-
turned to Chiang Mai, Thai-
‘land, last October
charges were dropped.

U.S. Customs officials broke
the drug case in early 1973
when they seized 59 pounds of
raw opium in film canisters,
and found one package with
Khramkhruan’s
address on il.

ClA documents supplied to'

‘Perey indicated that Khram-

Tkhruan had admitted to fed-|

eral officials that he was en-

lgaged in shipping narcotics.}

+He also said he furnished the
“wrapping paper and string for
this shipment.

The CIA said in mo lettert

that Khramkhruan had identi-
fied other people in the case.

after

Chiang Mai

For CIA, It /édmus

Reuter

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
2k June 1975 s

Detente for spses

Several pomts are raised by the dlsclosure.

of large-scale Soviet eavesdropping on Amer-
ican private phone traffic. They are among the
reasons for serious consideration of a siep that
has never been taken seriously before: adding
to the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks
(SALT) a mutual Soviet-American effort to
limit clandestine activities, too.

The first point is that, in the midst of all the

criticism of the CIA, no one.should forget the
pervasive eperations of its Soviet counterparts
— all without the curbing exemplified in

America's current wave of self—mvestlgatmn :

The Rockefeller commission is reported to
have heard testimony that congressmen and
businessmen are among the Americans whose
long-distance phone calls have been moni-
tored by the Russians. The question is raised

whether the information thus g gained could be

used by the Soviet KGB to influence or:

perhaps even recruit Americans.

Other points involve the United States
response to the Soviet activities. U.S. agents
allegedly had a sort of dial-a-spy system to
listen in on what the Russians listened in on.
As a senator reportedly complained, ““Appar-
ently .
about 1t and. didn’t tell us. What we must
determine is how that information was being
used by our own people and why they didn’t
stop the flow immediately.”

Now the whole subject has to be in-

vestigated, along with other intelligence activ- -

ities concer nmg law-abiding American citi-
zens. Clearly it would be in the long-range
interest of reducing both domestic and inter-
national tensions to cut down on at least the
“dirty tricks” of U.S. and Soviet espionage.

If such a prospect seems like pie in the sky,
it may come a little closer because of spies in
the sky. High-flying cameras and other tech-
nological advances can more accurately pro-
vide much of the information for which cloak-
and-dagger means used to be relied on. In
Sunday's Washington Post, Arthur M. Cox, a
former State Department and CIA official,
made a ground-breaking case for technology
plus detente and arms control creating a
situation for negotiation toward mutual phas-
ing out of clandestine operations by the U.S.
and the Russians. He acknowledges doubts
that the closed society of the Sovibt Union
would ever give up such activities. “But."”” he
adds, “'if we intend to move ahead with a
‘growing detente, now is the time to find out.™
Indacd it is.

. our own intelligence agencies knew

CERTSTIAN SCIENCE MONTTOR |
30 June 1975

Kelley cites rise
in foreign agents

By Reuter

: Washington
Federal Bureau of Investigation direc-
tor Clarence M. Kelley says a steady
: increase in the number of foreign agenis
{in the United States has posed a substan-

|

tial threat to U.S. security.

Peclining to discuss details in an open
session, he told the House of Representa-
tives judiciary subcommittee on civil
liberties that the United States has been
designated a prime target by the in-
telligence services of Commums‘ -bloc
countries.

“The intensity of their operations

- against us may be gauged by the steady

increase of intelligence officers assigned

. to the United States,” Mr. Kelley said.’

“Iostile intelligence operations carried
out by these individuals are highly sophis-

. ticated and varied in nature.”

The director said Congress would
cripple the FBI's ability to meet the
threat from foreign agents if it were to
enact approved pending proposals that

« would restrict the government's con-

ducting of wiretaps and electronic sur-
veillance in cases degling with national -
" security.

Mr. Keiiey’s tesumony came in the
wake of disclosures by the Justice Depart-
ment that electronic surveillances con-
ducted by the government in the namec of
national security sharply increased since
1972 and a court ruling that the govern-

. ment must obtain a warrant before
" installing a wiretap even in cases of

national security when the victims of the
tap are not agents of or collaborators with
aforeign power.

Mr, Kelley strongly objected to a
provision in one bill that would require
the Justice Department to show probable
cause that a subject for surveillance wasa
foreign agent engaged in activities threat-
ening national security.

Under present procedure, wiretaps and

" bugs have been installed without a court

{
i

order when the Attorney General or other
government officials have determined it
was necessary to protect national security
or (o obtain foreign intelligence. .
In criminal cases, however, prior court
authorization is required for a wireta'p.
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" "ARMS CONTROI, DEPENDS

o Slngeles Times - Fe, Tune 20,1975,
ON INTELLIGENCE

Like It or Not, the CIA Plays Mfiwﬁﬁdfé

BY ERNEST CONINE o
Fred C. Xkle. chief of the U.S. arms contro}

agency, uttered some words of csution the -

cther day that deserve sober consideration in

the witch-hunting atmosphere which now-

surrounds the Central Intelligence Agency.

In an address to the Pittsburgh World Af-

fairs Council, Ikie expressed concern that too

much exposure of too. many secrets could .

damage, irreparably, the ability of the CIA
and other intelligence-gathering organizations
to do their jobs. And'if that happens, he
warned, you can kiss goodby the prospect of
future progress in arms control negotiations.

\rms control is viot, of course, the only area .

of U.S. national policy which will be deeply
affected by the way in which the Senate Se-
lect Commiltee on hutelligence, headed by

Sen. Frank Church (D-Ida.), conducts its in-"

vestigation of the nation's intelligence appara-
tus. o
However, one need go no further than the

asking . . . If we cannot maintain the privacy
of certain intelligence activities, our arms
control efforts will hecome paralyzed.”
What's the big deal? it may be-asked. After
all, most intelligence is gathered these days
through technological means rather than by
cloak-and-dagger operators. And nobody is
proposing that we stop using spy-in-the-sky
satellites tc keep photographic tabs on Soviet
shipyards, missile sites and troop movements.
With photographs taken from cameras 100
miles above the earth, analysts can identify
objects as small as 12 to 18 inches. Heat-sensi-

- tive satellites detect missile firings and nu-

strategic arms limitation talks—and the sus-

picions and uncertainties which they involve
--to see that the maintenance of a dependa-

ble, proficient intelligence service is as impor- |

tant now as in the worst days of the cold war.
The Soviet Union is a closed v which
hd s of s defense budget.

ss to report on delibera-
iions within the Politbure, and no indepen-
dent legislative body to demand explanations
from the foreign policymakers and nuclear
strategists. The Kremlin resolutely rejects

[ N
[N

proposals for on-site inspections by other par--

ties to verify compliance with arms-controi
agreements. :

Thus the United States can afford to enter .

inte arms control agreements only to the ex-
tent that it has reliable means of checking for
itself on Soviet compliance. And if such

means are not available, it must err on the
sirle of caution—conceivably passing up gen- -

uine opportunities to put a cap on the nuclear
arms competition. . . s
As Ikle teld his Pittsburgh sudience a week
ago, "To have meaningful and reliable arms
control. we have to khow what the other side
s doing.-And we cannot, find out simply by
BALTIMORE_ SUN
12 June 1975°

James J. Kilpatrick -

clear tests. American- radar tracks missile -

Eirnest Conine is a member of The Times'
Editorial Board.- <

trajectories, and monitoring of electronic sig-
nals broadcast by the missiles back to Soviet
scientists can provide vital data on the in-
nards of muitiple warheads. - .

One problem, however, is that the Russians
are playing games with provisions of existing
SALT agreements which forbid either side
from interfering with the other's technologi-
¢-1 means of verification. Canvas covers have
been placed over missile launching sites. to
shieid them from the prying eyes of 1.8,
space cameras, and efforts have been made to
jam the telemetry receivers which are used to
monitor details of Soviet missile tests. :

Even without- Soviet cheating, reconnais-
sance satellites cannot see inside a missile silo
to determine precisely what kind of missile is
there, nor can they see inside the missiles to

~determine whether multiple warheads are be-

ing deploved.. . .
Most important of all, no

divime the degree of good faith with which
they enter arms control accords.
Technological efforts are made to get
around such problems. A massive network of
listening posts records military and other ra-

-dio cormmunications. At one point the CIA is

said to have actually built'a system which

tried, unsuccessfully, to listen fn on Kremlin |

telephone conversations. T

satellite can eizer,
. see inside the heads of the Soviet leaders, to.

More successful was another .project ir
which U.S. submarines tapped commurizz.
tions cables on Soviet coastal. waters, and
thus were able on occasion to intercept high.
level military messages. \ e

In the final analysis, however, it remains
highly important to obtain intelligence from
defectors or disgruntled Soviet citizens in key
positions.. : E .
. The most .celebrated known case was.thal
of Col. Oleg Penkovsky, who sat at the tery|
nerve center of the Soviet military esiablish-

- ment. Without the detailed political and tech-
. nical intelligence he provided, John F. Kemmé-,

dy would have been in a very poor position to-
deal with the 1962 Cuban missile crisis. - -
Obviously, however, no Soviet informant.in’

- his right mind will deal with a CIA which is

_no longer able to' keep a secret. Nor will;

“friendly foreign inteiligence services which

may have such an agent in place. Sl
1t is disturbing that so many public officizls

and members of ‘the press rio. longer. seem
willing to recognize that there is any such’
thing as a legitimate secret. . -

. The New York Times, for example, pub-
-lished a story which not only disclosed the

above-mentioned, previously supersecret sas.’

* marine operation in Soviet coastal waters, hut.|

gave iis code designation and the namecf its
chief operational officer. It is unclear what

. public right-to-know was served thereby.

Since then, an army of blahbermouths in

- both Congress -and the Executive Bramch

have leaked rumors of political assassinations
planned or carried out by the CIA, witheat
weiting for the Senate committee to do is
job. The media have rushed these into prizt |
without supporting evidence and without ag-

~parent concern for the damage which a-dis-

“torted or erroneous leak could do to.U.S. rela-
“tions with other countries.

CIA Director William Colby has pleaded
with Congress and the nation's editors and |
publishers to recognize that there are "bad se- .
crets” about the CIA  which must be exposed |
—but that there are also "good secreis™,

+ which must be kept. ) Co !

Sure, it is a self-serving request. But s’

also a very accurate reflection of realit i

. . R
T T Loy

- Times Almost Breaks Arm Paiting Its Own Back

W ashington.

. The Rockefeller commis-
sion released its report on the
Central Intelligence Agency

. the night of June 10, and the
morning of June 11 the New
York Times almost broke an
arm patting itself on the back,
It was a remarkable acrobatie
exercise; it merits a round of
faint applause, E
- The Times started ali this
busiress about the CIA with a
spread-cagled story by Sey-
mour Hersh December 22, 1t
Is useful to recall exactly
'wh.at W&s charged at the time.
This was the accusatior: That-

“the CIA, directly violating
its charter, conducted a mas-
sive, illegal domestic intelli-
gence operation during the
Nizon administration
against the anti-war move-
ment and other dissident
groups in the United States.”
In its lead story of June 11,

_the Times exulled that the
- Rocketelier commission’s re-

port “confirmed the basic ele-
ments of an article in the New
York Times Decernber 22.”

If you perceive that a cou-
ple ¢f elements are missing,
your perception is functioning
nicely. Curiously, these identi-

cal elements also were miss-
ing from a story on page 22, in
which the Times again Jaud-
ed the Times. The page 22 ea-
comium said that ize commis-
sion’s report “affirmed in vir-
tually every respect an ac-
count in the New York Times
last December 22 of a ‘mas-
sive, illegal domestic intelli-
gence uperation agawnst the
anti-war movement and other

dissidenﬁ groups in the United .

States.
Suppose we put this affair

in perspective. The commis-

sion report does not confirm
that the CIA conducted these

32

over CIA

- “massive” and “illegal” oper-

ations in !direct violation of
its charter.” On the contrary,
the report emphasizes that the
CIA’s charter is vague, ambig-
uous, and subject to cénfiict-
ing interpretations by reason-
ably minded men. The report -
does assert that over the past’
28 years, a few men in the
CIA did a few things that were'
“plainly unlawful.” .
What about a key element’
in the original Times story, .
that these horrid things hap-
pened “during the Nixon ad-
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ministretien™? That clement
srems to have dropped dowa
\he memory hole. The report
makes it clear that Operation
CHACS. as it came to be
known, began August 15, 1967,
in response to “continuing,
substantial  pressure”  from
President Johnson. Yes, the
operation continued “‘during
the Nixon administration,”

but the genesis was with the

Democratic administration.
Wag the operation “mas-

gve? In terms of the CIA's -

own commitment, it was min-
iscule, Fewer than 30 agents

. volved betwoeen
1972 in anti-war dissidence..

were assigned to the project.
At its peak, the staff totaled
52.-In terms of the intelli-
gence gathered, we may make

our own judgments. Probably -

half a millicn persons were in-
1967 and

The CIA indexed 300,000
names. But “personality files”
were compiled on only 7,200.

. Was the operation “il-

. legal”? in the ‘commission’s
B

'

view, “some domestic activi-

- /
finding has to be set ‘against
the commission’s finding that
the ‘mission itself—to study
foreign influence on domestic
dissidence--was proper.

" The great buik of the CIA’s |

investigation was lawful, pru-
dent, and discreet. Files were

* kept under absolute security.

ties of Cperation CHAOS un- °
lawfully exzceeded the CIA’s .

statutory autiority.” But that

The commission could {ind no

+ evidence that the CIA at any

time engaged in any “person-
al or electronic surveillance,
wiretaps, or unauthorized en-
tries against any dissident
group or individual.”

" Yes, the CIA is fairly sub-~

WASHINGTON POST

ject to criticism for its excess-

- es, and for knuckling under to

the pressures applied by suc-
cessive presidents, It is a hu-
jman institution, subject to hu-
man error. But on balance,
and considering the dirty, del-
icate, dangerous nature of iis
assignment, the CIA—at least
in its domestic performance

—merits far more credit than
blame. .- :

VO e 2Tt

19 June 1975

|

ONE READS the entirely predictable Soviet—blob
reactions to the Rockefeller commission report

AS

published on. this page today, it becomes evident that-

a bit of perspective is required. First, it needs to be
said that the opportunily for hypocritical gloating and
hostile propaganda given Moscow is a small price to pay
for the public cleansing of the CIA that is now going
on in Washington. Fortunately, Americans have not held
back from the exercise out of the misguided notion that
it is not worth the embarrassment, as welcome and
uscful to the Soviet XGB as that embarvassineil uliyues-

tionably is. A society like ours, which rests on the know-

ing consent of the governed, has no other acceptable -

way to remedy the flaws that aiflicted the CIA’s per-
formance by virtue of its abuse of secret ‘power,

So, the United States has to be prepared to take its

lumps. To read these “Other Voices” literally, however, -

one would think that the Soviet Union had never engaged

in secret intelligence operations abroac_i or, for that mat-_
ter, in police repressions at home. In fact, the Russians °

have never stopped engaging in both. The kinds of CIA
activities now being uncovered in the United States are

the normal fare of the KGB, an organization which, -

needless to say, does not have to fear that other elements
of Soviet scciety or government will unmask it in public.
Pravda is not likely to report, for instance, that KGB

b it e

Thursday, June 26, 1975

©current inquiry into the CIA. T

subsidies sustain the strikes which are one of the minor-
ity Communist Party’s principal anti-democratic tactics
.in Portugal today. Do not hold your breath waiting for _
a Politburo member to deplore the continuing surveil-
lance of millions of Soviet citizens by the KGB. :
The disclosure of CIA misdeeds tempts some properly
outraged Americans to conclude that there is no real

" difference hetween the CIA and KGB, or between their

respective societies. This is a ‘critical point. Certainly
both organizations iave regarded themselves, at least
in their foreign operations, os p2gu il L L L Ty phin el
Whether one or the other has been more adventuresome
or more effective abroad is, on the basis of the known
facts, hard to say. In respect to domestic activities, how-

ever, n6 meaningful comparison can be made. The CIA

*. and FBI function in a free society. There is a limit to.

how far they can stray. And they can be called to ac-
count; that is, in fact, what we are now witnessing. But
the KGB represents the fundamental method of govern-
ment in a country like the Soviet Union: there is hardly

. any limit short of outright Stalinist terror on what it
.can do, and there is no way to call it to account. We :

Americans sometimes lash ourselves rhetorically by .
declaring that there is no difference between ourselves
and the Russians. But the preservation of that difference

is actually the essential and welcome purpose of the

E, e

' TheWashingtonStar

's‘%.l» C.

)

By James Deakin 8 :
_foreign nations.

other electronic communications of i

* investigation of the CIA and other
U.S. intelligence units, the sources
‘said.

+ They said the question of whether *

. the NSA has been intercepting tele-
phone conversations within the
United States was *‘definitely one of
the areas that will be éxplored” by
the Senate committee.

ALLEGATIGNS THAT the NSA
i has monitored telephone calls by -

Special to The Washington Star

The Senate select intelligence com-
mittce hag begun an investigation of
reports that United States intelli-
ience agencies have been monitoring
telephane calls of American citizens
1 vinlation of federal law. -

_ Congressional sources said the
investipation will focus on the Na-

Finmsl Sccgri:y Agency, a super-se- -
cret .S, intelligence organization-

that iotercepts and degodet iadioied . ReRERES 260HOSIDRFCIFRRDITIE00

B EE

Staff mentbers of the select com-

s mmittee headed by Sen.-Frank Church,
D-Idaho, have had “initial contacts”

with NSA officials, the sources zaid.

‘They said the purpose of the investi-

gation would be to determine wheth-

* _ er there had been “‘abuses” in the’
' agency’s operations.

The NSA *‘has never been subject-
ed to scrutiny by Congress,” but its
activities clearly come within the

" American citizens, in apparent viola-

tion of federal statutes, have come to -
the attention of the National Commis- -
sion for the review of Federai and
State Laws Relating to Wiretapping

- and Electronic Surveillance, it was

learned. .
A spokesman fer the commission

said, however, that the commission

did not plan to investigate the allega-

" tions because “‘this is the purview of

43%%@&5&3@ tg l.i'r,md to discuss
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the source of the reports but said
they identified the NSA as the agency
that allegedly had momtored tele-
phone communications within the
United States. .

Asked to comment on-the allega-
tions, an NSA spokesman, Norman
Boardman, said: '**Ch no, we're not
making any comment on thar -

The St. Louis Post-Dispatch report-
ed last week that Russian techni-
cians, using space satellites or anten-
nas on top of the Soviet embassy in
Washington, were believed to be
monitoring thousands of long dis-
tance telephone calls in the United
States eachyear.

BECAUSE U.S. electronic and
computer technology is considered
superior to that of Russia, many per-
sons who pay close attention to the
operations of U.S. intelligence agen-
cies believe that they are conducting
similar monitoring of telephone calls
within the United States.

The Rockefeller commission’s re-
port on the CIA said that the CIA had
received 1100 pages of materials
from *‘an international communica-
tions activity” conducted by *‘anoth-
er agency of the government.’

John Marks, a former intelligence
officer for the State Department,
identified the other agency as the
NSA. The material apparently
"consisted of transcripts of overseas
telephene calls, cables and other

WASHINGTON POST
17 June 1975

‘comfnunications by U.S. citizens who

were being investigated as part of
the CIA’s “'operation chaos.” :

HOWEVER, THE Federal Com-.
munications Commission has receiv-
ed no information or complaints that
similar monitoring of domestic tele--
phone calls is being carried out by
any U.S. intelligence agency, Fred
McKinney, deputy chief of the FCC's
field operations bureau, said.

McKinney said the FCC’s equip-
ment is_‘‘not sophisticated enough’
to determine whether space satellites
or antennas are being used'to inter-

‘cept long distance calls that are

transmitted through the air, by radio
microwaves. About 70 percent of all
long distance calls in the United
States are transmitted by microwave
relays.

Section 2511 of Tltle 18 of the
United States Code makes it a crimi-
nal offense for unquthorized persons
to intercept or to attempt to intercept

‘‘any wire or oral communication.”

-'McKinney said this covers all tele-"
phone conversations, including those
transmitted by microwaves. The
maximum penaity for violaticns is a
510,600 fine or five years unprmon- '
ment or both.

Another statute, the Commumca-
tions Act of 1934, makes it a federal
offense to intercept “‘any radio com-
munication.”’ McKinney said
telephone calls transmitted by mi-

Llayton F ritchey

crowaves ‘‘clearly fit the definition of
radio communications.’

Both statutes permit momtormg by
certain authorized individuals and -
organizaticns, but in neither case
dees the list of exemptions include
personnel of intelligence agencies or
the agencies themselves.

From computer banks of thousands-
or hundreds of thousands of tele- -

. phone conversations, individual con-

versations can be retrieved by pro-
gramming ‘‘catch words,” said
Charles Morgan of the American
Civil Liberties Union.

“You merely program the comput-
er to retrieve all conversations in
which the word ‘military’ occurs, or
‘Russian’ or whatever subject you-
are interested in,’’ he said. “*The
computer scans thousands of conver-
sations and comes up with those that
have the catch words in them.”

An indication of some of the more
sophisticated ways of storing and re-
mevmg telephone conversations wag

‘given in testimony last year by Ste-

phen J. Lukasik, former director of
the Defense Departments Advanced

- Research Projects Agency.

**A computer system has been

. demonstrated that is capable of
" understanding speech and acting on

the substa_mive content of the
speech,” Lukasik told the defense
subcommittee of the House Appropri-

anons Committee. . -

CIA: A White House Remedy -

Frank Church (D-1da.), chaxrman of t.he
Senate Select Committee that is inves:
- tigating all goverument mtelhgence

. 'I‘he more the Rockéfeller Commxs-
sion's report on its investigation of the
Central Intelligence Agency is studied,.
the clearer it is that there’s not much
Wrong with the agency that a change
of presidential performance wouldn’t
cure. Reform should begm at the .
White House.

* The commission did not 1gn0r’= the,
culpabmty of : Presidents over the
Years, but it more or less confined it-
self to sayving softly that only “some”
of the agency’s guestionable activities
“were initiated or ordercd by Presi-
dents, either directly or indirectly.”

The actual record, -however, - indi-
eates that most of major violations and
most of the significant delinquencies
¢an be traced back to White House
pressure of one kind or another over
the last two decades, regardless of
whether the Democrats or 1iepubhcans
were i power,

i In rave instances, some of our chief

executives have stepped -up and ac- -

¢epled the blame for CIA undertak-
gy that backfired. Dwight Eisen-
hower personally took responsibility
for the U-2 incident, which set back de-
tente with the Soviet Union for a dec-
ade. John F. Kennedy later took the
blame for the CIA’s disasirous Bay of
Pigs Cuban invasion. '
_'On the whole, however, the Whitc
‘House hag consistently gone to great
pains 1o poneen! its pressures on the
CLy, ihe chicf reason being that the
("‘c‘ssuxm were often motivated more
Dy political than security considera-
tions, as in former President Nixon's
efforts {0 subvert the agency in lht‘
W mer;fule cover-up.

te full story of the CIA’s as&amnu

tlon act1vmes has yet to come ouf, but °
all signs suggest that these initiatives
were essentially White House specials.
Even now the public doesn’t have all

the facts about CIA’s hidden role in |

.overthrowing various fcnexgn ‘govern-
‘ments - (as in Iran, * Chile and
Guatemala), but they could not have
* been undertaken except by presiden-
. tial direction. . )

It is not. easy even for the most cou-
rageous CIA divectors {o resist a deter-
mined President when, in the name of
alleged nafional security, he wanis
somethmfT ‘done that may seem imy
pmpex‘
Who is the director to challenge the
commander-in-chief? Anyhow, uncoop-
erative directors can readily be .re-
placed. .

Once in a long while an agency head
will defy a President, as the late J. Ed-
. gar Hoover did when Nixon tried to es-
tablish a government-wide undercover
spy and mfelhdcnne operation, involv-
ing proposed burglary and illegal mail
.1texu:ptlon Iloover merely asked
Nixon to put it in whtmg. which was
enough to kill it, but the indzpendence
of the FBI chief was so rare that itis
still being talked about. The other
agencies involved, including the CIA,

* 1 went along with Nixon's scheme.

The Rockefeller Commussiun sug-
gests Presidents should be more seru-
pulous and CIA directors more princi-
pled. That would be nice, but it is not
likely that future chief executives and
CIA chiefs will, on the average, be any
better than their predecessors,

“Simply an admenition of thot kind
is plainly not adequate,” says Sen,

reckless or possibly illegal.

“What we need,” Church says, “is a
law with -criminal penalfies.”. And be-
vond that, as everybody, mclud1n° the
Rockefeller Commission, now agrees,
- is the need for relentless congressional
monitoring of all CIA acthty, espe-
cially in the political realm.

Since 1947, when the CIA was estab.”
lished, 150 resolutions have bieen intro-
duced in Congress to provide different

« types of formal oversight of the
agency, but up to now it has escaped
being leashed. In recent years it has
xpnorted to a feeble, informal congres-
"sional “witchdog” group, which hardly
ever maets and never asks questlons
when it does. -

Not even the supersansitive Atomic
Energy Commission, which guards the
most crucial secrets of all, is free of
strict congressional supervision.. The
CIA’s argument against oversight is
the alleged danger of “leaks.” Oppo-
nents of ihe congressional Joint At
omic Energy -Committee conce said. the
same thing, and in almost 30 years
there has never been g serious breach
by members of that group.

Future CIA directors should wel-
come a similar permanent jeint com-
mittee on intelligence, for tiien future

' Presidents would have to think twice
before giving dubious secret orders
that would have to be disclosed to a
demanding oversight group, especially
if it were headed up by someone with
the purposeful integrity of & Frank
Chuarch. "

£ 1575, Los Angeloo times
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5 Haig Describes Probe of Leaks

By Timothy S. Robinson
Washington Post Staff Writer

‘Gen. Alexander M. Haig has
mistrust
members of the White House
staff in 1969 of then-National
Security Council aide Henry
Kissinger may have prompted
ithe sending of identical dual
reports from the FBI to both
Kissinger and President Nixon
about wiretaps of newsmen
and government officials.

The newsmen "and govern-
ment officials were tapped as
part of a wideranging probe
of alleged leaks of classified
press.
Haig's comments about Kis-
singer were made in a depos-
ition filed yesterday in U.S.
District Court in a lawsuit by
one of the tapped persons, {or-
security aide
Morton Halperin, and is Hzig’s
most detailed public descrip-
tion of his role in that pro-

suggested that

information to the

mer national

gram.

jdetail the climate in which th-

itar‘s were

2iac

describes  his  role

;cate or a disadvocate.”

and governioent cffigials, an
‘traces Haig’s role as the pro-
posed brief surveillances of 17
persons ' developed - over the

rext two years., Haig himself

as

i . The deposition describes ini

nian d " AT A
fzced on newsmen

and
a

{ “conduit” in the operation,
tneither an “urger or an advo

However, his answers to the
deposition portray him as the
sole liaison between the White
House and the FBI for the
early part of the program, and
the person who personally set
up the procedures, transmit-
ted to the FBI the names of
many of the persons to be tap-
ped, and who would read the
{wiretap reports at FBI head-

by

quarters and tell Kissinger
what as in them.

He quit making the oral re-
ports to Kissinger after a
while, he said, and the FBI be-
gan sending written reports to
both Kissinger and Nixon.
One reason for the written re-
ports, Haig suggested, was be-
icause some White House. aides
imight not have been “totally
comfortable with Dr. Kissing-
er's own reporting of informa-
tion.”

“He was suspect, to some in-
dividuals—I cannot say who—-
to some he may have been
perceived to be part of the
problem” of leaks, Haig con-
tinued. o

He said White House staf-
fers “who were loyalist and
partisan in their perception”
may have heen suspicious of
Kissinger Dbecause he had
worked in the Kennedy ad-
ministration “and there were
many people at that time, that
| were accusing him of being
!very left of center.”

Haiz was at the time an aide
to Kissinger in the National
Security Council. He subse-
quently became White House
chief of staff in the last year
aiand a half of the Nixon admin-
istration and is now head of
NATO forces in Europe,

In the deposition Haig said
although the investigation of
alleged leaks began after a
New* York Times story on
then-secret Cambodian bom-
bing plans, it grew out of an
atmosphere of “continuing
hemorrhaging of highly classi-
fied information into the me-
dia.” ’

He pointed out, for example,
that a memorandum that grew

s rerr—

Mistrust of Kissinger Hinted

out of the.very first meeting -
of the NSC during the Nixon
administration was “I believe
in 48 hours, compromised in
the New York Times.”

He said that when the wires
tap program began he was
“absolutely confident that Dr.
Kissinger conveyed to me in-
structions that he had, re-
ceived from the President,’and
he did mention the director of
the FBI having been in and
approving this program.”  °

Haig told FBI Associate Di-
rector William Sullivan that
the program was highly sensi-
tive and discussed “trailing
and surveillance and other in-
vestigations to accompany the
overall assessment of a man’s
reliability.” o

Haig said one reason he sug-
gested to the FBI that little
unnecessary paperwork " be
kept on the program grew out
of his knowledge of an inci- .
dent ‘that occurred when he
worked in the Pentagon under
then Defense Secretary Rob-
et McNamara in the sarly
1860s. , o
At that time, then FBI direc-
tor J. Edgar Hoover “sent over
a ‘report on Martin Luther
King, which just about blew
the Pentagon apart, it was so
—you know, anti-King in char-
acter and hand-tailored by Mr.
Hoover to be damaging. And it
was flushed all through the
bureaucracy. I remember Mr,
McNamara thought that was a
deliberate thing by the direc-
tor to jeopardize Mr. King,
and I think that is the kind of
concerns that we had,” Haig

said. '

e —y
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|A False Navy Re pOff[
Allegedin Sub Crash

Extreme Secrecy
- Because of the extreme se-
crecy surrounding the Navy's
Holystone operations, it was
impossible to determine fully
who had been told what about
the collision. )

.

Ex-Crew Members on U S, Vessef Tell of

The  command-and-control
structure appears entirely de-
pendent on accurate and honest
reporting from the  military
units involved in gathering in-

Petropavlosvk on the Kamchat- 4

ka Peninsula.

Both submarines were armed!
with nuclear weapons, The|
Tribune said, T

Crew members, aboard the|
Gato said that their vessel was!
armed with" nuclear weapons,’
too, including at least one Sub-'
roc torpedo missile, a nuclear
weapon capable of destroying
a submerged submarine up to

~

commander of a Navy subma-
rine on an-intelligence patrol
inside Soviet waters was or-
‘dered to file a series of falsified
reports in late' 1969 “after a
collision- at sea. with a: Soviet
submarine, according to former
<rew members, -

U.S.S. Gato, was on a highly
classified reconnaissance mis-

called the Holystone program
when she struck. the Soviet
submarine about 15 to 25 miles
off the entrance to the Whita
Sea, in the Barents Sea in
northern Russia, the crew mem-
bers said- During the patrol,
‘they added, the Gato had been
as close ds one mile off the
Soviet coast,
25 Copies Prepared

The Holystone operation,
which more recently has car-
ried the code names Pinnacle
and Bollard, involves the use of

Collision With Russian Craft Oft Soviet.

, © By SEYMOUR M, HERSH
P i Speclal io The New York Times
© WASHINGTON, July 5—The '

,cause of its classified nature.
| Navy officials and high-rank-

" . .|collision, as cited by crew mem:
The American submarire, the lhers of the Gato, did occur. The
i|officials
sion as part of what the Navy _{Shat

‘specially equipped electronic
‘submarines to spy inside the’
iwaters of the Soviet Union and
got'ncr nations. The inteliigence-
gathering operation was initi-
ated in the early nineteen-six-
jties. -
i The former crew members of
the Gato said that a few days
after the collision, their com-
manding officer was ordered by
the Navy's Atlantic Fleet com-
mand in Norfolk, Va., to pre-
pare 25 copies of a top-secret
after-action report alleging that
the submarine had broken off
her patrols two days before the
date of the collision because of
a propeller shaft malfunction.
In addition, the crew mem-
bers said, the Gato commander

reporis describing the collision
and the events immediately af-
ter the collision, and to bhand-
deliver those to a unit of the
Atlantic Fleet command aftor
returning to the East Coast.
False Reparts Acknowicdged i
Capt. Lawrence Burkhardt
3d, the Gato's commanding of-
ficer at the fime of the collj-
sion, is now serving at the

kg

f formation said last week, after

veau of Personnel. Through an}: ities "of the 40 Committee in

aide, he refused {o discuss any
aspect of the 1869 patrol be-

ing former members of the
Defense Department acknowl-
edged ir interviews that the

also  acknowledged
some falsified reports of
‘ incident ‘may have been

' .

ut the officials insisted that -
-thg collision had been properly

¢ported 1o the National Secur-

fty.Council and the-40 Commit-
tee, the high-level review group
headed by Secretarv. of State
Kissinger that. approved the
Gato mission, o
YT don’t know where that
patticular order [to falsify re-
ports) came from,” one former
Pentagon official said, “but the
hoviest reports went te the 40
Committee.”  * - ;
~"The people who had an ab-"
sqlute need to ‘know knew:
dbout it,” the official added.
.“A spokesman for the Navy
similarly provided assurances,
4ftér checking with the Atlantic”
Fleet command, that appropri-:
4te: officials on the 40 Ccmmit-.
tee had received written. re-:
ports of the collision. :

=" "Some Not Informed

+ But dozens of interviews dur-:
Ing the last month with intelli-
gence officials who had first-
hand knowledge of: Houlystone
operations in late 1969 were
unable to'provide any evidence
that details of the collision had
been fully provided to appro-
priate members. of the National
Security Council and the State
Deparument. ’
+In addition, a former official
of the Central Intelligence
Agency, who said he knew of
other incidents involving the
Navy's Holystone operations,
2lso said that he had not bzen
informed of the Gato's collision.
~ And a well-informed official
of the Ford Administration who
hag coesss o intalligence in-

FE

con-duetint 8 check of White
House files, that he was unzble
to “find any record of any such
thing [the collision] having
taken place.” He added, “And
I'm reasonably counfident that
wa would have found it.”

. 1 senseless,”

telligence, with apparently no
known nieans for independent
verification of such reporting.
Six officials were interviewed
who had direct access to activ-

30 miles away. .

One member of the crew said,
that he had studied the general’
i operations orders for the Gato’s’
{ Holystone mission in a- classi-
fied “briefing at the Atlantic
Fiecet command in Norfolk. The
briefing tock place in a secure
reom widely known inside the
1T submarine fleet as the ‘“spook
tion about the Gato’s collision.|ishack,” the crew member re-

Only two men, l})]oth ?igh- called:: R
ranking officials of the Defense!i ° Ryn .. .
Department, were able to say|| 41‘{"’? Limit Set- :
that they had learned of the|| At the time, he said, the
collision” shortly after. it oc-||Gato had just been asigned to
curred. ) ithe reconnaissance patrol in So-

Dozens of interviews with||viet waters. The general orders
.Government officials failed' to||specifically forbade the Holy-
‘determine why the Navy al-|istone submarines to go closere
‘legedly decided to order the;'than four nautical miles from!
falsification of the re;.irts, nor, .the Soviet coast, outside ths
was is possible to determine three-mile international limit
from whom the Navy reporied- recegnized by the United
ly sought to conceal the inci~
dent. . »

' Fake Termed ‘Scnseless’

“A fake report would be

late 1969—most of them par-
ticipated in the committee’s
mectings—and none of them
recalled learning any informa-

nbno

o
- Witlvew Gl
but well inside the 12-mile limit’
claimed by the Soviet Union.:
" If detected inside the 12-mile!
limit and threatened, the crew,

:fnember gquoted the general or-:
said -one general 'derg as saying, the Holystone]
who spent his-career in clandes- ;

Yho spent ! |submarines “have authority to
tine intelligence reconnaissance yse weapons.” i
operations. It doesn't do any- | The Gatc and all other Holy-'
body any good and ny;t;mately; stone submarines were specifi-
it gets you in trouble. ijcally forbidden®to use any ac-

He also said that he could!|tive electronic. or sonar gear
nol recall being briefed on theiiwhile on the secret missions

Gato’s collision, although "hellas a means of preventing de-

. said he was on active duty in|'tection by Soviét antisubmarine
' a sensitjve post at-the time.

Scnsitive post at the time. | devices, the crew member said.
senj cl | In addition, he said, all of
ate Select Committee on Intelli-jlyy "o r o™i o hatches, in~

ence, which is investigating', :

Bilaspects of “United Slates Giang, the emergency escape
tntelligence operations, said in pofore the submarine began her
- & teleohone interview that the cruise from the'NaJv f%;’{, o
‘commitree was looking into 2 no'pocain New Lonzlon ngﬁ.
number of command and con- This was necessary, he séid:'

trol questions. . because th ;
: - e hatches sometimes
But the official refused to ryypad-and thus conld he?gll;}?;
say specifically whether opera- Russians detect the vessel
tions of the 40 Comimittee and = c 1e vessel.
the Navy’s’ Holystone program" over Story Provided i
were under investigation. ., The crew member also said
In an carlier account of the d-’é‘édhe» and others were pro-
Holsione cperations, The New| YSed Wit an uncsssfed cover
TK Times cited at least two !}~ ; -
known  collisions  between :%lglmstthe" lox_lgh‘a'l?sez}fe——ymst
:American, and Soviet subma- ‘da"!slotne t,’;]“'::f”oi;s lasted 90
‘rines, one of them in the mi ; friends 0 thelr families and
nineteen-sixties and.the ather}i 7505 s g
.on March 31, 1971: The latter :(_a:t*c‘;,aus'c of the cellision, the
incidenit was reported to-thel njwor?tﬁ s\h‘i)y?g-ef wai abo'ut'a
"C.LA. by the Pentagon, accord- It -of normal Holy-
hiiaed : i | stone operations. The subma-
g to &« memorandum cited in tine lef A !
‘the Times article. . ine left New London in mid-
g " October, 1969, and returned to
*74 Collision Reported the East Coast about Dec. 1.
" LastThusday, The San Diegoi  As hazily reconstructed by
Evening Tribune reported that' the crew mernber, the men were
ancther Holystone collision oc- teld to say that they were in-
curred in May, 1974, between volved in an undersea geodetic
an American intelligence-gath- isurvey project that was using
ering submarine and a Soviet' sonac to study ocean water
submarine. That collision, thel|tlemperatures tu supporf. data
ncwspaper  said, occurred in.’collected by sateilites. e said

Soviel waters off the port, of,the Gato crewmen were to uss

36 e . .
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1the cover storv “'in case we got.
f:shed ouvt’—that is, forced to

surface by Soviet antisubmarine! |

units.
i The Gato’s mission, the crew|
member said, was to sail to the|
entrance to the White Sea in!
northern Russia and to track!
‘vessels leaving the Soviet sub-|
'marine base in Archangel on
‘the White Sea. -
Comunications Monitored

The Gato had been modified:
ibefore leaving New London, the.

|

:crew member said, and a spe- !
con-'i

«cial compartment was
‘structed for eight members of
-the National Security Agency
who sailed aboard the vessel
during her Holystone mission.
iThe men spent much of their
time monitoring Soviet commu-
nications, the crew member
said. L
| The National Security Agen-
cy, which had working compo-
nents in all three services, is
iresponsible for communications
lintelligence: and routinely par-
iticipates in all of the Navy's
'spy missions, .
Once/on station off the en-
trance to the White Sea, the
crew member said, the.Gato's|
mission was to detect and iden-
tify Soviet submarines in an
effort to pick up their sonar
patterns——known as audio sig-|
natures—and perhaps get some
:photographs of the submarine,
To do this, the crew member
-said, the American submarine
‘wcuk; covertly tiaii the Soviet
vessel, SIQying in an area be-
hind the ship's SCrews, or’ pro-
peilers, where " Soviet sonar
technicians could not hear.thel
trailing submarine. . = ..
Drift Discovered ;
. At one point, while waiting
in the White Sea entrance for
a Soviet submarine, the crew
member said, the Gato’s crew
discovered that they had in-
advertently drifted to : within
one nautical mile offshore.
“We goofed and so the skip-
per ordered the logs changed
to indicate that we hadn’t gone
that close,” the crew member

‘said. .
The crew member gave
following account

At about 9 P,

i
1
i
'
1

the
] .M. on the night
:0f either Nov. 14 or Nov. 17,
1969, the Gafo made her first
jrontact with a Soviet subma-
ifine sailing from the White Sea
;into the Barents Sca,
! Once the Soviet

vessel's|

icourse and speed were deter-
imined, ‘the. Gato's sonar men
were resnonsible for charting
iher couvse. The scnar team
'made some errors or had some
bad data.

As it wag later reconstructed. |

the Soviet vessel was estimated
to be traveling at eight knots
and her position was fixed in
part ‘on that information. In

. fact, the Soviet vessel was trav-

eling at seven knots and the
‘Faflto began overtaking it on the
jleft.
As the Gato did so, the Soviet
ivessel appeared to be turning
:to the right—since the: sonar
{men. reportad that her position
Irelative to the Gato was chang-
ing. - R
| Soviet.Ship Overtaken™ ™ -
. -“So we assumed he [the So-
viet submarine] had turned to
the right and so we turned to
the right,” the crew member
said "~ “As .a result of over-
taking him, we crossed his bow.
As- wer reconstructed it, he hit
us on about a 90-degree angle
—almost perfectly perpendic-
ular to us.” -
The crew member continued:
-The Gato was struck in the
‘heavy plating that serves as a
protective shield around “the
vessel’s nuclear reactor and
sustained no serious damage.
However, the Gato's weapons
officer immediatély ran two,
decks below "and prepared for
orders to arm the vessel’s Suh-
roc nurléar tornedn and thres
smalier torpedoes that also car-
ried. nuclear warheads. Only
one authentication—either from
the ship's ‘captain or her exec-
utive officer—was needed to
prepare the torpedoes . for
launching; _ s
No order came from. Gato's
captain because the Soviet ves-
sel—obviously confused—made
no attempt to pursue the Gato.
Instead, she began utilizing her
fathometer in an apparent -ef-
fort to determine whether ‘she
had. struck a seamount or a
similar underwater object. The
JSoviet vessel surfaced moments,
ater, - . .

Air and Sea Search

~ Months afterward, the crew
member said, analysts for the
National Security Agency’ re-
ported that Soviet planes and
ships had relentlessly searched
the area in an apparent effort
to Jocate the American sub-
marine.

' After sailing underwater for
nearly two days to reach a part
of the Atlantic Ocean where she
could break radio silence, the
Gato told—in a coded message
—aAtlantic Fleet headquarters
what had happened and re-
quested instructions, the crew
imember said.

The crew member, who had
faccess to all of the vessel's
‘communications—coded or oth-
erwise—during this period, said
that the Gato was initially in-
structed- to sail home,

“Then we started getting or-
ders—marked for ‘officers’ eyes
only’-—telling us to prepare two
patrol reports,” the crew mem-
ber said. He added:

“We were toid to prepare a
normal patrol report indicating
that the patrol ended on Nov.
12—if the accident took place
on the 14th. The idea was to
show that we left our station
on the 12th.” . '

Message From ‘Spook Shack’

The crew member said that
the message originated in the
“spcok shack™ in Norfolk,
known as Office M-34, in the
submarine_headquarters of the
Atlantic . Fleet command, He

said he did not know who |

signed the message or who
initiated the order.

The, crew member also said
that the orders then :called- for
a separate report to be filed
“describing the entire patrol,
including the incident. Only six
Lopics Weie Lo e prepared and
hand-delivered” to the subma-
rine headquarters of the At-
lantic Fleet™ upon, arrival, he
said. About 25 copies of the

i

i

ber, also were to be made, the
crew member said.
Both reports, up until two

identical, he said. The 25 falsi-

be shown to other submarine’

officers during preliminary

briefings before future Holy-

stone operations. N
Crew Admonished

About 10.ddys out of port,
the "crew member continued,
Captain. Burkhardt summoned
the more than 100 members of
the crew and officers and
“made a fairly solemn kind of
‘proneuncement.”

“He talked about what hid

i
|

fake report, the normal num-|direct knowledge of National
s ' Security Agency. matters at the
i time did say, however, that he
: had “never he
days before the collision, were! collision.

1
I
fied copies, he said, were sent| 1
to the M-34 office, where— were in fact correct because, he
among other uses—they would’

| them to cover their time,” He

":happened,” -the; crew - member

:said, “and told*them that tha
i:whole {Holystone] program de-
ilpended on peopie not knowing’
:what we were doing, He ad-:
imonished them not to tell their;
|wives, cousins, brothers or any-!
ibody and mentioned that they
were all subject to the U,C.M.J.
{[Universal Code of Military Jus-
iticel. - -
. After the Gato returned to
port, the crew member added,
Captain Burkhardt—who," ac-
cording to the crew member,
had expressed concern for his
future—kept his command, The
submarine was repaired and the
shipyards provided with a cover
story to the effect that the ex-
ecutive officers of the Gato had
jdamaged her while docking in
Key West, Fla., early in the
!cruise, the crew member said. |
i * He said he did not remember
italking about it with fellow of-
ficers and sailors before the
Gato returned to port.

Adm. Ephraim P. Holmes,
who was commander-in-chief of
the Atlantic Fleet at the time
of the Galo incident and is now
retired, refused to discuss the| -
: Holystone operation in a recent
telephone interview. o

“Those . operations weren't!
ibeing discussed when I left the
Navy,” he said. “And as far'as
'T know, they still are not be-
ling discussed.” g
{ A number of other officers
,who held senior positions in the
‘Atlantic command in late 1963
aiso refused to discuss ihe in-
cident. ’ D

“Never Heard’ of Collision

One senior officer who had

ard” of the Gato’s

One Navy official suggested
that the illegal faise reports

said, “our policy is to provide
{the information that's needed
to’ the appropriate people in
the Government.” Lo

A former senior Pentagon
.official, who was told of the
incident after it occurred, said
that “the Navy, in retrospect,
probably shouldn’t have -told

added, “There shouldn't
been any. reporis.”

It- was impossible to deter-
mine from whom the Navy, by
calling for falsified reports, was
seekihg to hide knowledge of
the incident. :

have
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Ford vs. Solzhemtsyn

Does Presxdent Ford know the difference between
détente and appeasement? This unlikely question arises
in light of the news that President Ford decided not to
receive Nobel laureate Aleksandr 1. Solzhenitsyn because
to do so would be inconsistent with détente. Thus one
of the world’s leading writers, the most eloquent con- .~
temporary Russian enemy of dictatorship, was snubbed
by an occupant of the White House who finds time to
receive eminent soccer players and lovely cotton queens. -

Yet the Soviet Union has repeatedly indicated that it
regards détente as perfectly compatible with the most
exaggerated ideclogical warfare against the United States.
Neither Leonid Brezhnev nor any other -high Soviet
official has ever been known to refuse to receive Amer-
jcan Communist party leaders for fear of upsetting -
détente. Quite the contrary, major foreign Communists
(including American) are normally glven red-carpet treat-
ment in Moscow,

Basicaily, détente seeks to avoid military confrontation' '
and to reduce risk of World War IIL. It even heightens
the importance of the peaceful competition of ideas and
a"centuates the desxrabxhty of free exchange of mforma-

current negotxanons over the ‘Turopean secunty tleaty
Instead of rebuffing Mr. Solzhenitsyn, Mr. Ford ought to
have welcomed him as the most noted spokesman for a
subterranean but, xmporwnt element. of Soviet public
opinion. S i

In contrast to Mr. Ford's confusion was the refreshing
example of détente at work given by the group of United
States Senators who have just completed a trip to -
Moscow, during which they spoke at length with both.
Mr. Brezhnev and his veteran Politburo colleague Mikhail
A. Suslov, There was evidently blunt speaking on both
sides, with no effort to avoid what either the Soviet or
American leaders regard as the truth in order to spare
the others’ sensibilities, Mr. Suslov, for. example, com-
plained about what he regarded as United States failures '
to honor its commitments in the fields of arms limita-
tions and expanded. trade; the Senators in turn empha-
sized American suspicions of Soviet intentions and the
moral importance of the issue of free emigration.

The Soviet leaders’ friendly attitude toward their Sen-
atorial visitors suggests that the Kremlin chiefs respect
most those partners in détente who face issues directly.
as the prelude to finding mutually satisfactory solutions.
1t is unlikely that Mr. Brezhnev in his heart has any mora
respect for appeasers than does Mr. Ford.

WASHINGTON POST
8 July 197‘3

‘i

Hdms Swres |
T}t catment of!

; ‘S@Ezhcmiisyﬂ
\ ' United Press In*.en.muonnl

[ Sen. Jesse IHelms (R-N.C)
charged yesterday that Presi-

dent Ford declined to meet
with dissident Russian author

| Mr.,

WASHINGTON STAR
9 Jhly 1975

Sﬁ@%bmg S@Eéhemtsyn

After first suggesting

that President Ford's

*‘crowded schedule” left no room for Alexander:
Solzhenitsyn last week, the White House has
fmally admitted that *‘foreign policy consx{i\era-_

tions’’ played a part.

The President is a busy man; one is reluctant
to make too much of this ridiculous incident, .
which no excuse could possibly excuse. .

Mr. Solznenitsyn should have been received at
the White House — not as a symbol of *‘free-’
dom,” not as a buddy of George Meany’s, not
because it might disgruntle Mr. Brezhnev, but
rather because he is one of the few living mas-

ters of the written word,

a Nobel laureate and a

distinguished guest. His political opinions and
his example in the resistance to oppression are
" impertant; but their importance derives in large
measure from his distinction as a man of letters.

His snubbing at the White House, like the
exaggerated attention given last week to his at-
tack on detente, shows how few rituals in this
town break free of politics, even when they
_should. Those who advised Mr. Ford to forget
courtesy for “‘foreign policy considerations”
have set a poor standard for presidential hospi-
tality. (It is an alarming thought, by the way,"
that relations with the Soviet Union are so deli- .
“cate as to be dlscombobulatcd by the recep*lonfﬁ

of a writer.)

Americans expect a certain mdependence of
political protocol in their Presidents. We have

_come a long way — too

far, some would say —,

since Thomas Jefferson wore his bedroom slip-,
pers to dinner at the White House because he
guessed, correctly, that his attire mlght offend
the mmxster of Great Britain.” .

Alexander 1. Solzhenitsyn ' be-’
cause White House advisers
warned such a meeting would "
offend the Soviet Union.

Helms, in 2 Senate speech,
said Mr. Ford's advisers took
the position, “Oh no, Mr. Pres-
ident, it might make the Rus-
sians mad at us,” if he were to
,extend an invitation to the ex-
\iled Soviet writer to visit him
at the White House.

The White House has main-
tained Mr. -Ford could not see
‘the Nobel Prize winner be-
cau.se of * the President’s

“crowaed scuedule.” But press
secretary Ron Nessen said ves-
terday he “thinks it is fair to
say” that a meeting between
Ford and Solzhenitsyn
wauld have folewn -policy im-
“plications:

Helms said, “This country
has come to a sad impasse

K3

T

man dedicated to freedom.”,:
| Solzhenitsyn delivered 8
tspeech to the AFL-CIO leader-
'shxp in Washington last week
ithat was highly eritical of So-
viet communism and Ameri-
ca’s detente policy with Rus-
sia. )

Nessen ‘maintdined Mr,
Ford’s busy schedule pre-
vented ‘a White House invita-
tion, but he added therd ‘are

usuaily “a variety of reasons"

ifor such decisions.

Without revealing its recom.
mendations, Nessen also sald
the National Security Council,
theaded by Secrctary of State
Henry A, Kissinger, had ad-
jvised the President about see-
ing Selzhenitsyn.:
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when the United States off
America must tremble in ti-
midity and refuse to see.a
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© 7 "OLD MENSHEVIK LEADER CHARGES DISTORTIONS

¢

BY MIKHAIL YAKUBOVICH

fn ~The Gulag Archipelago," Alexander Sol- -

srenttsyn devoted almost eight pages (not
counung a number of rather verbose foot-

rotes) to this humble author. That, I feel,;

gives me a decided right to add a kind of

pestscript—in my mind, a necessary one—tg -

this book, which is so widely acclaimed in the
West.

in the second volume of "Gulag," Solzhenit-
syn tells us that, soon after his trial, he was
recruited by security personnel at the prison
camp to work as a secret informer under the
assumed name of "Vetrov." Since I, too, was

imprisoned for 24 years, and emerged well |

versed in the prison life of the time, I was
Iterally flabbergasted by such a disclosure. If
it had not been made by Solzhenitsyn himseif,
1 would not have believed it. How could he, a
man who laid claim to the role of prophet,
have been part of the secret police—the very
GPU which he reviled in his "Gulag." (The
GPU was the predecessor of the KGB.)

But Solzhenitsyn continues: "Yes, I signed
ta the effect that I'd inform, and let myself be
ehnistened Vetrov,' but in reality 1 managed

net 13 inform upcn anybody." Now, this con-
14 .

AT

is absclutely incredible.

in the nght of this sensational and sudden
revelation, certain facts from Solzhenitsyn's
Iterary and political biography should, per-
haps. be reconsidered. For instance, how did
he ¢2ma to be transferred from the ordinary
priton camp in which he became a secret in-
former. to a special privileged camp, the

“rharashka.” where secret scientific research-.

£r3 were kept? (Indeed, this was the .very
vamp o which he devoted his novel, "The
Hest Cuele.”)

“heer 15 only one answer to that question:
14 zane{ cntrance into the privileged camp
Prougiv his activities as a seeret informer,

*refore, Solzhenilsyn's assurances that the
relse good-naturedly put up with the fact
344 “Veirv” gave them no information and,
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Solzhenitsyn’s

Earlier this year the Sovie! government
launched a new campaign to discredit Nobel
Prize~winning author Alexander Solzhenitsyn
and his monumental account of the Soviet pri-

* son. system, "The Gulag Archipelago." It is

‘against this background that the accompany-
in_g article, submitted to The Times through
the Soviet embassy in Washington, should be

_ read.

Its author, Mikhail Petrovich Yakubovich,
was an important leader of the Menshevik
Party during the 1917 Russian revelution.
Subsequently, he held governmental rosts in
the areas of finance and international trade.
In 1930 Yakubovich. was convicted of "eco-
nomic sabotage" during the Menshevik Union
-Trials. An account of the 24 years he subse-
quently spent in Soviet prison camps plays an
important part in Solzhenitsyn's "Gulag."

While Yakubovich, now 84 and living in a
government rest home in Kazahkstan, today
claims that Solzhenitsyn's portrayal of his life
is distorted, there is some evidence that he did
not always believe so. :

In a March 21 letter to The Times, Nadez-
hda Markova Ulanovskaya, in whose Moscow
apartment Solzhenitsyn &nd historian Roy
Medvedev nnce interviewed Valuhovich, had
this to say: "Yakubovich has never stated
cither in his correspondence or in his conver-
sations with friends that Solzhenitsyn distort-
ed his story. He emphatically maintained in
conversations with myself and our friends
that the facts in 'Gulag Archipelago' about
him were all correct. He only disagreed with
the interpretation provided."

A

then, sent him to work in a special camp, are -

pure nonsense. :
But another question arises: Why did he

make this confession which may damage his ~

reputation? :

~ The explanation, it seems to me, is psycho- )

bos .

Bk T s

Sadden and Pain Me?_

logical—but simple. Enjoying his fame i3 th
West as a fearless fighter of "barbarian com

. munism." Solzhenitsyn may be sitting o hi

bag of gold;. but, nevertheless, he knewz n
peace. )

He is undoubtedly ferrified of retribution
Afraid of being called to account for his deeg,
by those upon whom he informed, he & ajsc

fearful that the State Security Committec

(KGB) may someday expose him. What :
blow either would be to the moral. reputstior
of the "prophet." . )

Thus, we come to the reasoning behiné Sol-
zhenitsyn's own self-exposure: "Yes," Soizhe
nitsyn would say, "I was a secret informer.
was christened 'Vetrov,' but I really informec
on no one. I managed to avoid fulfilling the

" commitments I had taken upon myseif, anc

this confession of mine is proof of that” Ir
other words, his hooks are as much attempls
to convince and exonerate himself as ie con;
vince the world. . v :
In "The Gulag Archipelago,” Soizhens S
hatred of socialism and the revolution devel:
ops with fiendish pleasure. In evaluating my
own tragic role in the Soviet Union's history,
1 feel great pain and regret. But I cannet £.-'4.
in my heart any kindred response t5 the mali.
cious delight that permeates Solzhemitsviy
memories. -
In reporting conversations I once had witk
him about my activities in the revolution znd.
later, at the Menshevik Union Bureau trial, he
scoffingly distorted their true essence and
character. In his egocentric way, he used peo-
ple as colors on the canvases of his books.
. Solzhenitsyn longs for religious orthodexy,
autocracy and nationalism—a triad put ferth
by Count Uranov during the rule of €zzr -
Nicholas I—for both himself and Russia. Yet
his reverence for the three is only insofar as
he can wield them at his own discretion.
Solzhenitsyn's deeds give me no pleasure;
they sadden_and pain me. He has placed kim-
self on a pedestal, but it is one made of. straw.
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‘Korea and Vietnam: The Nonparallels

False analogies between Korea and '

Vietnam originally helped get us into
a fondamentally worse situation in
Vietpam. lLet us not now reverse the
process and panic over Korea because
of analogies mistakenly drawn with
Vietnam.

South Korea simply is not vulner-
able at present te the two basic ills
that destroyed South Vietnam--the
uncertain loyalty of its people, and

The writer was U.S., ambassader to

vord Usniversity.

etration and subversion by the North.
At present it would require a massive
external flow to overthrow the South,
and there seems no sign of this hap-
pening.

Kim il Sung, the ncrthern dictator,
is trying to take advantage of the
sudden collapse in Vietnam to intimi-
date South Korea, but despite re-
peated cries of warning, the situation
along the border in Korea is in actu-
ality less menacing than at most times
during the past two decades. Pyong-
yang does have more than twice the
air strength of Seoul, but this advan-

tage is offset by the presence of Amer- _

jcan air power in the South, while in
around forces the South outnumbers
the North by about 600,000 men to 400,
000, with reserves and paramilitary
units that give an overall balance of
3 million to less than 2 million.
These figures reflect the facts that
the South has more than twice the
population of the North (in Vietnam
it was the North that was the larger),
and both regimes are as completely
militarized as any in the world. Pyong-
yang could not risk war without t_he
strong support of China or the Soviet
Union, and both of these seem muc_h
more eager to avoid a conflict. in
Korea than they were in the past.
This may sound reassuring, bqt it
concerns only the false crisis denyed
from mistaken aunalogies with Viet-
nam. Back of this, however, is a real
danger that is escaping adeguate at-

the resultant possibility for easy pen-

Japan from 1961 to 1966 and is now'
o professor of Asian studies at Har- .

AS

“Tand seemed to be growing worse. Cor-

tention, in part because of. the red -

herring of Vietnam.

1t is not an immediate crisis, but
rather a situation that over a longer
time span may produce conditions like
those that proved fatal to South Viet-
nam. In other words, an ultimate,
Vietnam-like debacle may be in the
cards for us in Korea umnless we start
to do something about it soon.

The experiences of the Korean War
niade the South Korcans the most hit-

terly anti-Communist people i}n the.
wurld and tpeiciore inswed their loy-,

alty to Scoul. But this shows signs of
eroding.

There has always been much popu-
Tar dissatisfaction with the govern-
ment in South Korea. Despite rapid
cconomic growth in recent years, the

diserepancies in wealth were severe |

ruption in ‘government and flu.sines_s-—-
recently highlighted by the admission
of a $4 million bribe to government
authorities by the Gulf Oil Corp.—has
always drawn much criticism. Except
for a brief period in 1960-61 of ineifec-
tive Democratic government, Korea's
democracy has always been imperfect

and incomplete. Individual rights and

freedoms were often curtailed.

But at the same time, there was
enough individual liberty and demo-
cratic participation in government to
make people feel that there was suffi-
cient difference from the completely

. repressive regime of the North to

make the South worth fighting to pre-
_serve. :

This situation, however, has been

changing of late. In October, 1972,
President Park Chung Hee declared
martial law and followed  this with a
new.constitution, which, by giving him
the right to appoint one-third of the
members of Parliament, reduced that
hody and 2li eieciorai poliligs iv 2
sham. . .

He followed this by Draconian meas-
ures seviously limiting individual free-
doms, including those of political criti-
cism and self-expression, and enforced
these with brutal police controls. The
opposition forces have been cowed into
virtual silence, but hostility and ten-
sions run deep. )

Especially among the city dwellers
and the better educated, including the

bulk of the influential Protestant and

Catholic groups, there is a sense of
desperation. Student activism may
have heen successfully repressed; but
probably at the cost of creating secret
student revolutionaries. Step 1 has
been taken toward the making of a
Vietnamese situation.
South Korea has recently suifered
“another blow, this one not of its own
making. Korea’s dazzling economic
record of recent years was based on
. industrialization and World trade—an
incipient - replica of the Japanese
economic miracle—and therefore the
oil crisis that started in the autumn of
1973 deait Korea a serious blow.

1t is particularly dependent on mar- .

kels in and investments from Japan
and the Unifed States, and both these
countries have themselves been in re-
cessions. In addition, the picture of an
increasingly repressive South Korean
regime makes both Japanese and
Americans more eritical of conditions
in Korea, movce dubious abuut its fu
ture and less willing to invest there,
thus adding to Korea's economic woes.
A serious economic downturn could
further erode South Korean .oyaities.

The deterioration of the political
situation in South Korca has also in-
creased doubts about the American
eommitment to help defend the coun-
try. The post-Vietnam mood in the
United States is reason enough for
such doubts, but they are greatly in-
creascd by a picture of a dictatorial
and erueily repressive regime in Seoud,

_ by the phrasing

U

which is repugnant to Americans.

The American commitment is hedged .
that “In case of ;
an external armed attack” each na- }
tion “would act to meet the common ;
danger 'in accordance with its con-
stitutional processes.” Still, the pres-
ence of about 40,000 American soldiers
as a sort of trip-wire near the border
has always made American involve-
ment in a renewed Korean Wear seem
almost automatic.’ ’

But this may well not be true, given
the popular mood in the United States,
as strengthened by the distasteful poli-
tical actions of Park’s government. In
other words, the United States has
made a commitment reinforced by a

- military presence that the American

people would very possibly be unwill-
ing to live up to. This is indeed a
perilous position tor the United States
to be in. . . .

Park or his successors have only two
paths they can follow.

On the ane hand, they ean smother

., all political criticism and ruthlessly

eradicate all sources of opposition.

. North Korea, North Vietnam and

China itself show the viahility of this
sort of regime in an East Asian setting
though it may be much more difficult
to create one on a rightist rather than
a leftist ideological basig, as the ex-
perience of the Chinese Nationalists
suggest. Of course, this road would ul-
timately lead to the forfeiture of.the
American mililary commitment, and
probably much of Japanese and Ameri-

.can economic support.

The other road would be a return @
toward a more open sovciety with a -
growing role for democratic political
institutions. High educational levels
make such a course perfectly feasible
in Korea, and in my judgment it would
be by far the better bet, even in stark
military terms. .

But what should the United States
do? The tendency is to sweep the pro-
blem under the rug—tio leave things
alone and pretend the problem does
not exist, counting on the improba-
bility of war, at lcast in the near fu
ture, to see us safely through uniil
some still unknown but, it is hoped,
better situation develops later on. .

In the very short run, this policy is
understandable. The shock of the
sudden coliapse in Vietnam for Ameri-
cans, Korcans and {he world at large
malies it wise to let the dust scitle a
bit before making any decisive new .
moves in Korea. But such a de-nothing
policy cannot -he allowed to continue
indefinitely, as South "Korean loval-
ties wither and popnlar American
distaste fur Koftan dictatorsho, grows, .

The defense of South Korea, regard- .
less of the nawure of its systems, is -
not vital to American interests, A de-
fense line in the straits between Japan
and Korea has always made more mili-
tary sense than one in the middle of
the peninsula. Aside from our emo-
tienal involvemoent in the weoll-being

~of the brave apd talented peuple .of
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St ¥Korves, our on]y-majqr concery
in thie acea is the adverse impact 113‘
2edi ty North Korea weuid h‘;_xve on,
Jupzn. a nation of very greal import
ance to the Unpited States, . . s

A sudden collapse resulting in part
ifrom an American re!’us_al to l‘we up
to its commitments might start a
nervous Japan back on the road.to-
ward remilitarization, or might frigh-
ten it into a stance of much less co-
operation with the United States on
vital shared problems of economics
and world order.

If, however, the United States had
disengaged militarily from Korea by
slow and well understood steps prior,
lo a collapse, the impact might be

ite negligible. . .
quSIow isgtléfe time, while the Vietnam
dust iz settling, to start trhlnkz_ng
through this problem. We should be-
fore long have a clear program to,
present to Park of measured with-
drawals of American trocps and re,
ductions of military aid until both
are entirely gone within a few years
~— unless the South Koreans  find it

T A AR A
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" possible in the meuntime to changd -

course again and start moving back
to a freer, more democratic system
that would better win the loyalties
of their own people and the. support of
the American public. :
To avoid damaging shocks both in
{orea and Japan, such a program
would have to be spread over several
vears. Although the crisis is not an
immediate one, we must start very
soon if we are to compiete the maneu-
ver before the situation does reach
crisis proporticns. : !
The present is also a good time to
start forming a Jonger-range Korgan
strategy. Korea has all along been
*more dangerous threat to world peace
than Vietnam, not just because it 15
a larger and more effectively mili-
tarized country, but because of its
moere strategic- location between three
of the largest nations of the worid-=
Japan, China and the Soviet Union-
with the fourth, the United States,
deeply involved in the peninsula for
historical reasons. ’
The surrounding great powers should

.. move toward an agreement to isolate

‘

this danger spot from other issues. . .

What is needed is a four-power
agreement between the United Suates,
the Soviet Union, China and Japap

. that they will not ajlow disturbances

in Korea to spill over to involve them
in their relations with one another,
The distrust ang hostility between

. China and the Soviet Union stand in

the-way of such an agreement today,
as does also the bresence of Ameri-
can forces in the South, Such an
agreemeént will not be easy to achieve
but it is an obvious goal that the
United States should pe working toward
now, : e

When achieved, it will not only neu-
tralize one of the most dangeroub
trouble spots in the world but may.
also take some of the tensions out of
the situation in Korea irself. It could
lead to agreed military limitations
between the two Korean regimes;
which would be an economic boon to
both, .and possibly, might open . the
way for ultimate reunification; which
is of course the dream of all Koreanss
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- THE CIA’S QUIET LITTLE WAR I LAOS, OR WWHATS TWO MILLION

- TONS OF BOMBS AMONG FRIENDS?

v ried away and lopped off so many ears he

Fred Branfman, 33-year-old codirec-
tor of the Indochina Resource Center in
: 'll'(ra":ingion, D.C., has lued for four and
a helf yeass in Indoching, three and a
half of them in Laos as a researcher and
writer and as an educational advisor
with International Voluntary Services. A
graduate of the University of Chicago
with a master’s degree in education from

Harvard, Branfman speaks  Laotian,

French, Swahili, Febrew and some

Thai and is married to a Vietnamese, -

The [ollozuing article will form part of
“Crd: The President’s Secret Army,” o -
Yook based on his research into Ameri-
ca's clandestine war efforis in Laos. ‘
The current controversy. over the
CIA has concentrated on activities con-
ducted by a relatively small number of
prople, ranging from the bugging of
Soviet embassies to an occasional as-
sassination attempt. But the CIA ac. -
tually functioned as 2 major war-making
body, spending unreported billions of
ars directing a military force of more
than 100,000 Americans and Asians and
dropping over 2,000.000 tons 6f bombs—
as much tonnage as was absorbed by all
of Europe and the Pacific theater during
World War Two—on the tiny country
of Laos, ¢
To hear some officials describe the
CIA men Laos, one would think
ther a few dozen miracle men combin. -
“ing the Gualities of Tom Dooley and

Frank Merriwell 1o help the 30,000 |

guerrillis with whom they communi. ;
Gate in flawless native dialect. A strik- i
fugly different picture emerges from
nerviews with sources who know these |
CIA operators,

lfcop!f: are still m}kiug about the ex-!
ploits of one Icgend:ury CIA man in
Laos. T'hjs 8uy, they say, offered a
b('mm‘y for enemy ears—which could be
(I"‘I"J?lleli in a big plastic bayg hanging
ou iy pPorche—until his “boys"” ¢
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* had to discontinue the practice. Proh-

ably the most famous story recalls the
time he « PO L8 3 piloi, wsking him
to deliver it t¢ Pat Landry, his CIA boss
at Udorn Air Force Base in Thailand.
Duriang the flight, the pilot noticed a
sively worsening odor, which he
fnally ticed w the box. Fe rore it
open—io And fuside a fresh human head.
The joke was 1o imagine Landry’s re-
action on openiug the hox., “I mean,”
stid one source. collapsing with Laughter,
“what do you do with 2 human head?
You can’t just throw it in the wastepaper
basket.”

Four key orgmiztions played a
central mole in the CIA's secret army
structure. They were Air America, an
airline owned and directly controlled
by the CIA: Continental Air Services,
Inc., which as Continencal Airlines in the
United States is a commercial firm
but operated entirely separately in Laos:
the U.S. Agency for International De-
velopment's Requirements Otfice; and
the Air Force's 56th Special Operations
Wing.

AA and Continental, or CASL. pro-
vided  military air-transport — service
that, among other things, enabled the
troops to carry out offensives
during the rainy season, when Pathet
Lao forces were mired down in mud.
Air America and CASI drops. of rice |
and armaments, too, were often - what -
kept the Meo and Lag’. Theung hill

prog

[y

“If there’s any one question

posed by the CIA’s behavior in

Laos and elsewhere, iF's that the

ClA may have reached the point

where: has ttsel becoy, alh A A SradoaLprohibited for-

3 M';slé ”6{)11%%8‘ . C?&-#BW-OO{%%%Q??@WR@Q%1[ personne! o
ha , ‘ :

5&!}%7, 71([%‘101:’(2 SL'(!(!'ZD‘.

“reports thae in the fate F

By FRED BRANFMAN

tribes, the Thud mercenuries and Lao
conscripts of the CIA% army fighting,
For die hill people, these rice drops
were the only means of survival, since
they had been uprooted from their
homes as many as four or five times.
The Requirements Office. one of the
mwost powerful organizations in Laos,
was established to receive and distribute
all military goods coming into the coun-
try. CIA logistical control of the war
through this office meant that those
Laotian generals who cooperated with
the CIA would get U.S. weapons;
those who didn’t wouldn't. The reason

‘the office was given a USAID cover was,

once aguin, part of the over-all attempt
to keep the CIA secret army from pub-
Yic view. The lid was somewhat blown
in 1970, when then—USAID director
John Hannalt ook the unprecedented
step of corpliiniug publicly tive: the
Ci\wasusing his s

The 36ch Special Operntions Wing,
@ Heer of wversfe
headquartered in
brought inte the Taotian conflice s a
means of carrying out extensive bomb.
ing mids by American. Lao aned Thai
piloss: Larer, it was wed to support the
many iregular acivisies of e Air

Ve,

pl‘t‘»l)-“-
Thaikind, was fiese

cr-driven

Force™s Blue Beren, the nose pubiticized
ol wiich was the raid on. Sou Tay
prison camp in North Vietnam. The
exact ticin between the GIA. and the
36th SOW is nér cledr. ¥Flercher Prouty
ties, hie helped
set upthe 36eh™s w CIA Gir vt with
special facilities at Eglin Air Force Buse
in Florida. Prouty believes, although he
cannot confirm it. that the GIA may
well remain in direct control of the 56tk
SOW today. g

In the first year after the July 1962

SN o gl et e
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Lam, the CLA ran the war almost en-
tigely through its own personnel, plus
the lorementioned AA, CASI, 56th
SOMW and USAID Requirements Office
Saon, however, as the war effort grew,
the GiA found jtself having to utilize
ever-iucreasing numbers of Americans
from other groups. R
First of ail, there were active-duty
U.S. military personnel, working in
iaus out of uniform. to- give: the ap-
pearance that the Geneva Accords were
being obszrved. Many of the men of the
Air Force's clandestine unit known as
Project 404 lived and worked in Laos
but were officially registered as resid-
ing in Thailand. "There was even a
duily Udorn-Laos  conumiter  flight,
carrying 20 to 80 Air Force mechanics
and weapons techniciuns in and out, |
morning end night. On any given day,
there were many other U.S. active
duty personnel in Laos on TDY—
temporary duty assiziuent. One such
was Bob Anderson. who in 1957-1968
was an Air Force ordnance expert who
was frequently sent in o Laos from |
Thudland for such tisks us defusing un-
exploded U.S. bombs that had been
dropped on fviendly villages. Ander-
i son remembers he'd be given S100 o
buy civilian dothing and issued =
USAID emplovee’s card for his visits
to Laos. There werz also several thou-
Csand Green Re on active duty iu
various scevet onterprises from time to
iime. ‘ihe Pentagon recently declassi-
fiedd 0 sevies of operations thur went
into southern Luos for missions involv-
ing evervithing from espionage to kid-
taprinigs aad uerd

s
&is

s hetween 1983 and
H72 Although namirally under orders
from the Punteson, iheyewere. in fact,
controlled by the CiA out of Suigon.
And finaliv, of course, any listing of
U. 8 ilitry personnel actively in-
volved o thegowar in Laos must include
the hundveds of UL S, Air Force. Navy |
i Mwine aivmen who flew the 100

jet sorties and 13 B-32 raids that ook

plue over Laos on a nypieal day in

AL for example. It is. of c¢ourse,

difficult to arrive at 2 full count of all
the aciveduty UL S, military personnel
involved in suppore of that air war.
Ouc method, however. might utilize
the following swatistics: During 1071,
the United States dropped « gotal of
626,279 tons of bombs on Indochina.
Of these, 771 fercent were drofiped on
Lans. At the same time, official 1ecords
show 73.000 U.S. military  persommel
imolved in ke bhumbing. Since 70
percent of ULS. air sirikes were de-

~vored 20 Luos in 1971 ane yright argne
. that wking 70 percent of the U. S, per-
 sonnel involved In the air war during
- that period gives us an indication of
: the number of Americans waging war

against Laos from the owside. From
this point of. view, soine 30,000 active-
duty U. S. military pevsonnel were thus

. empinved on an average day in 1971.

Although directed by Americans, the

bulk of the CIA secret army in Laos
- wis, of course, made up of Asians. The
troops over which the CIA had direct
i control, who did most of the fightig,

consisted by 1971-1972 of 40,000 to
30,000 men. )

Whenever I think of the Asian com-
ponent of the CIA’s army, I remember
2 Lao officer I met, 2 man in his early
50s who had been trained in the United
States and spoke excellent Englisli. He
had been fighting for ten years. “The

the

Amnerican people is that the Lao sol-
dier does not want to fight,” he said
soon after we started talking. “We
prefer peace with the Pathet Lao to
fighting this war on and on for the
Americans. They don't care anything

ramin thing ¥ wane you to tell

" abour us.” He grew very animated; his

face reddened and he began gesticulat-

ing. “Let me give you an examplel
. About a month or two ago, an Ameri-

can was shot down in a spotter plane
east of Salaphoukhoun. The Americans
made three batialions go cut and try to
rescue his corpse. Of course, the Pathet
Lao were waiting and shot them up.
Tawenty-four men died for one Awmeri-

- can corpse” His voice rose to a shout.
“Aren’t these Lao men people? They

“not animals.”

have wives. they have families, theyre
At that point, he excused himself to
go to the bathroom. When he came
biuck w few minutes Jater, weaving un-
steadily from too much drink und too
nuny mamorics. he wied 1o apologize.
jut. be said, “Inside T really feel 1 hate
you. I Know it's not your fault. Dt
can’t bear to sce Americans anymore.”
Such attitudes on the pare of Asians
serving in the CIA secret army were not
uncommon. Indeed, one cannot begin to
understand the way that army worked
withour yecognizing first and foremost
that ity weops served without cause or

L2

ideak Most senved becruse they had
been forced to: others beeause they
were paid to; others, the youngest ones.
becrase it wus all they knew. Understiand-
ing this. one undierstands why Ameri-
cuns were needed at every level to plan,
support and  command  the fightingg
why, nonctheless, the secret army was
defleated at every turn.

Tud the CIA’s doings been more ex-
poed 1w public scrutiny, irs foibles,
like those of the military 1 Vietnan.
would huve come o light, At lenst the
CIA would have beea wmore humnpered
than it wis had the American press
bzen carrving regular stories about its
operations; had reporters been going
out with some of the American pilots
dropping thie napalm we were officiaily
not dropping, or bombing the villages
we were officially not bomhing, from
planes marked ROYAL La0O AIR FORCE;
had the press regularly reported on
CIA knowledgz and support of the
opium trade in Laos—a traffic that
came home to"roost in termns of heroin
addiction amgng our own troops in
Vietnam—in a'tacit quid pro quo with
Laotian leaders; had the full cost of
the CIA’s war effort in Laos, unknown

-to this day, been revealed.

By wurning to the CIA to run the
operation in Laos, American leaders
reaped the short-term benefit of being
wage war without haviug o we-
count for it to their own people. It is
clear that the human costs of the CIA
effort in Laos—massive bombing of ci-
vilian centers, the wiping- of whole
Laotian societies off the face of the
earth, an estimated. 1,000,000 refugees -
created-—were a monstrous alfront to the
conscience of humanity. This immorality
is often defended on the grounds that
it was necessary for national security.
But if there is any one major question
posed by the CIA’s behavior in Laos .
and elsewhere, it is that the CIA may
have reached the point at which it has
itself become a threut to our national
security. -

One weli-known writer has described
the CIA by quoting a member of his
church who by chance had been one
of the administrators of the Phoenix
program, -under which the CIA had
thousands of Vietnamese killed on the
unsupported allegation that they were
Viet Cong sympathizers. When some
fellow churchgoers asked the wan haw
Lz rated Phoenix, he responded thae
while it hadi’t been a success in Viet
nany, due o faulty intelligencee, the im-
portant thing was the experience they'd
gotien for use back home. The former
Plioenix ofiicial, the writer went on to
explain, is now a high-ranking officidl
in the internalsecurity division of the
Justice Deportment.
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